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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

5 CFR Part 6801
RIN 3209-AA15

Supplemental Standards of Ethical
Conduct for Employees of the Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System (Board).

ACTION: Final rule; amendment.

SUMMARY: The Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, with the
concurrence of the Office of
Government Ethics (OGE), is amending
the Supplemental Standards of Ethical
Conduct for Employees of the Board.
This amendment would: eliminate the
general prohibition on ownership of
stock in primary dealers for most Board
employees; and expand the availability
of stock ownership waivers by allowing
waivers to be granted permitting Board
employees to retain bank stock acquired
prior to Federal Reserve employment if
the stock does not present a conflict of
interest with the employees’ duties.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 8, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Cary
Williams, Managing Senior Counsel,
Legal Division, Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System, telephone
202/452-3295, FAX 202/452-3101. For
the hearing impaired only,
Telecommunications Device for the Deaf
(TDD), Diane Jenkins, 202/452—-3544.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 5 CFR
2635.105 authorizes executive agencies,
with the concurrence of OGE, to publish
agency-specific supplemental
regulations necessary to implement
their respective ethics programs. On
October 16, 1996, the Board, with OGE’s
concurrence, published in the Federal
Register a final rule to establish
supplemental standards of ethical
conduct for Board employees (61 FR

53827-53830), effective November 1,
1996.

The Board, with OGE’s concurrence,
now amends its supplemental standards
in two respects:

First, the amendment modifies the
prohibition against ownership of stock
in primary government securities
dealers to apply only to Board
employees who have ongoing access to
highly sensitive information (Class I)
collected in connection with Federal
Open Market Committee (FOMC)
deliberations and decisions, and
identified as such by the FOMC
Committee. The Board believes that the
current prohibition of share ownership
in primary dealers for all Board
employees is unnecessarily broad and
that the prohibition properly should be
extended only to those employees
where the possibility of the appearance
of a conflict of interest occurs. For that
reason, the Board is retaining but
liberalizing this provision, so as to allow
such share ownership except for those
Board employees who have ongoing
access to Class I FOMC information.

Second, the amendment explicitly
provides for waivers to be granted
permitting Board employees to retain
bank stock acquired prior to Federal
Reserve employment if the stock does
not present a conflict of interest with
the employees’ duties. The current
regulation states that waivers may be
available if ownership or control was
acquired through inheritance or gift, as
a result of a merger or other change in
corporate structure, or otherwise
without specific intent of the employee,
spouse or minor child to acquire the
interest. The purpose of the amendment
is to make clear that new Board
employees need not, in every case,
divest banking organization stock
previously acquired, and that a waiver
may be available if a new employee is
not involved in bank regulatory matters.
This revision would not change the
existing prohibition on any current
employee (or an employee’s spouse or
child) purchasing stock in a depository
institution or its affiliate (except in the
case of a spouse in compensation for the
spouse’s employment).

Matters of Regulatory Procedure

Administrative Procedure Act

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(a)(2), (b) and
(d), the Board has determined that good
cause exists for waiving the regular

notice of proposed rulemaking,
opportunity for comment, and 30-day
delayed effective date as to this final
rule amendment. This action is being
taken because it is in the public interest
that this rule, which concerns matters of
agency organization, practice and
procedure and which relieves certain
restrictions placed on Board employees,
become effective on the date of
publication.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Board has determined under the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
chapter 6) that this regulation will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
because it primarily affects Board
employees and their families.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The Board has determined that the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
chapter 35) does not apply because this
regulation does not contain any
information collection requirements that
require the approval of the Office of
Management and Budget.

List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 6801

Conflict of interests, Government
employees.

Dated: November 23, 1999.
Jennifer J. Johnson,

Secretary, Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System.

Approved: November 30, 1999.
Stephen D. Potts,

Director, Office of Government Ethics.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, with the
concurrence of the Office of
Government Ethics, is amending 5 CFR
part 6801 as follows:

PART 6801—SUPPLEMENTAL
STANDARDS OF ETHICAL CONDUCT
FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE BOARD OF
GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL
RESERVE SYSTEM

1. The authority citation for part 6801
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 7301; 5 U.S.C. App.
(Ethics in Government Act of 1978); 12
U.S.C. 244, 248; E.O. 12674, 54 FR 15159, 3
CFR, 1989 Comp., p. 215, as modified by E.O.
12731, 55 FR 42547, 3 CFR, 1990 Comp., p-
306; 5 CFR 2635.105, 2635.403(a), 2635.502,
2635.803.
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2. Section 6801.103 is amended by:

a. Revising paragraph (a)(2);

b. Redesignating paragraphs (c)(1)(
and (c)(1)(ii) as (c)(1)(ii) and (c)(1)(iii
respectively; and

c. Adding a new paragraph (c)(1)(i).

The revision and addition read as
follows:

i)
),

§6801.103 Prohibited financial interests.

(a) * x %

(2) A primary government securities
dealer or any of its affiliates, if such
employee has regular, ongoing access to
Class I Federal Open Market Committee
information.

* * * * *

(C) * * *

(1) * * %

(i) Prior to Federal Reserve
employment;
* * * * *

[FR Doc. 99-31726 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service

8 CFR Part 235

[INS No. 2026-99]

RIN 1115-AF60

Extension of 25-Mile Limit at Select
Arizona Ports-of-Entry

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.

ACTION: Interim rule with request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This rule amends the
Immigration and Naturalization Service
(Service) regulations to extend the
distance Mexican nationals may travel
into the United States without obtaining
additional immigration documentation
at selected ports-of-entry (POEs) along
the United States and Mexico border.
The selected POEs are located in the
State of Arizona at Sasabe, Nogales,
Mariposa, Douglas, and Naco. Once
visitors to Arizona meet the inspection
requirements of legal entry to the United
States, they will be able to travel within
the 75-mile border region of Arizona.
This rule is intended to promote
commerce in the southern Arizona
border area while still ensuring that
sufficient safeguards are in place to
prevent illegal entry to the United
States.
DATES: Effective date: This interim rule
is effective December 8, 1999.

Comment date: Written comments
must be submitted on or before February
7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Please submit written
comments, in triplicate, to the Director,
Policy Directives and Instructions
Branch, Immigration and Naturalization
Service, 425 I Street, NW., Room 5307,
Washington, DC 20536. To ensure
proper handling, please reference INS
No. 2026-99 on your correspondence.
Comments are available for public
inspection at the above address by
calling (202) 514—3048 to arrange for an
appointment.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
M. Morris, Assistant Chief Inspector,
Immigration and Naturalization Service,
425 I Street, NW., Room 4064,
Washington, DC 20536, telephone (202)
305-2970.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

What Change Is Being Made by This
Rule?

This interim rule amends 8 CFR
235.1(f)(1) by extending from 25 to 75
miles the distance Mexican nationals
who meet the inspection requirements
for legal entry at selected POEs in
Arizona along the United States and
Mexico border may travel into the
United States without obtaining
additional immigration documentation.
The selected POEs are located in the
State of Arizona at Sasabe, Nogales,
Mariposa, Douglas, and Naco. Mexican
nationals admitted at these POEs may
travel in Arizona within 75 miles of the
border without obtaining Form 1-94,
Arrival and Departure Record, and may
remain in the United States for a period
not to exceed 72 hours. Mexican
nationals admitted as nonimmigrant
visitors at the Mexican border POEs in
the State of Arizona at Sasabe, Nogales,
Mariposa, Naco or Douglas for a period
not to exceed 72 hours, may also travel
within 25 miles of the border in the
State of California, New Mexico and
Texas as long as they remain within 25
miles of the border while in those states.

What Are the Current Requirements for
Mexican Nationals Entering the United
States?

Since 1953, Mexico and the United
States have agreed to make special
accommodations for Mexican nationals
who cross the border into the immediate
border area to promote the economic
stability of the region. The Service has
helped promote border commerce by
permitting travel within 25 miles of the
boundary for less than 72 hours without
additional documentation other than
that needed to be admitted to the United
States. Frequent Mexican visitors may
obtain and use border crossing
identification cards (BCCs) such as the
Service-issued Forms I-186 or I-586,

Mexican Nonresident Alien Border
Crossing Card, and Form DSP-150, B1/
B2 Visa and Border Crossing Card,
issued by the Department of State and
commonly called the ‘“Laser Visa” (see
8 CFR part 212.6). BCCs allow qualified
persons who frequently cross the United
States and Mexico border to be admitted
to the United States more quickly and
without further documentation while
still preserving the integrity and
security of the admissions process.
Current regulations also require
Mexican nationals who seek to enter the
United States for more than 72 hours,
and/or to travel farther than 25 miles
from the United States and Mexico
border to obtain Form 1-94.

Why Is the Service Making This
Change?

With passage of the North American
Free Trade Agreement in 1994,
commerce, travel, and tourism across
the United States and Mexico border
into neighboring communities have
increased the economic
interdependence of cities located in the
border area.

Currently Sonora, Mexico, and the
State of Arizona form one of the fastest
growing cross-border regions. However,
unlike the other border States, Arizona
has no large city within the Service-
defined zone of 25 miles. The first large
city from the border in central/
southeastern Arizona is Tucson which
is about 55 air miles from the United
States/Mexico border and from 60 to 75
miles away from the five nearest POEs.
According to the current regulations at
8 CFR 235.1(f)(1) a Tucson-bound
Mexican businessperson, tourist, or
shopper must acquire additional
documentation just to engage in the
same routine activities that occur daily
at every other major crossing point
along the border. These routine legal
border crossers have to spend additional
time at the POE to obtain a Form 1-94
and must pay a fee of $6.

To address concerns from city
officials in Tucson, surrounding
communities, travelers in southern
Arizona, and trade organizations such as
the Border Trade Alliance, by this rule
the Service will extend the distance
limit to 75 miles within Arizona. A
businessperson, tourist, or shopper will
still be required to meet all the
requirements for legal entry into the
United States. The city of Tucson
estimates that this change in the
distance limit will greatly expand
commercial activity in the city and in
smaller towns between Tucson and the
border. The city of Tucson conducted a
study indicating that, after
implementation of this rule, the
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commercial gain from Mexican visitors
is estimated to reach $56.3 million a
year.

How Can Mexican Nationals Travel
Beyond the 75-Mile Limit or Stay in the
United States for Longer Than 72
Hours?

The change announced in this rule
does not apply to a Mexican national
who intends to go beyond the 75-mile
limit in Arizona or who wishes to stay
in the United States for more than 72
hours. In such a case, the Mexican
national must obtain a Form [-94 and
pay the $6 fee, in accordance with
existing requirements.

Does the Service Intend To Expand the
25-Mile Limit at Other United States
and Mexico Border POEs?

The Service believes that this
regulatory change responds to the
unique circumstances of central/
southeastern Arizona. There is currently
no plan to test this approach elsewhere
along the Southwest Border where
cross-border commerce appears to occur
routinely within the existing 25-mile
regulatory limit.

How Will This Rule Affect the Border
Patrol and Other Enforcement
Operations?

Once this interim rule takes effect, the
Service will monitor and evaluate any
changes in the patterns of violations of
terms of admission that may occur. In
addition, the Service shall monitor data
on apprehensions of those Mexican BCC
holders who do not have an approved
Form I-94 and who violate their terms
of admission by remaining in the United
States for more than 72 hours or who
travel beyond the 75 mile limit set by
this rule.

What Fiscal Impact Will This Rule
Have on the Service?

The Service estimates that this rule
will eliminate the need for Mexican
nationals to obtain approximately
50,000 Forms I-94 annually, at a cost to
them of $6.00 per form. The annual loss
of approximately $300,000 in revenue to
the Service will be partially offset by the
reduction in traffic congestion at the
affected POEs, the facilitated entry of a
greater percentage of travelers, and the
elimination of Service staff time
required to issue those Forms I-94.

Good Cause Exception

Implementation of this rule as an
interim rule with an immediate effective
date and with provision for post-
promulgation public comments is based
upon the “good cause” exceptions
found at 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B) and (d)(1).

The reasons for immediate
implementation of this interim rule are
as follows: This rule removes a
restriction on travel within the State of
Arizona for Mexican nationals who
meet all the requirements for legal entry
into the United States. The removal of
this restriction is intended to facilitate
travel within the State of Arizona, and
to expand commercial activity in
Tucson and in smaller towns between
Tucson and the United States and
Mexico border. Delaying the elimination
of this restriction would be unnecessary
and contrary to the public interest.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Commissioner of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, in
accordance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 605(b)), has
reviewed this regulation and, by
approving it, certifies that the rule will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. The city of Tucson estimates
that the change in regulation will greatly
expand commercial activity in the city
and in smaller towns between Tucson
and the border. City officials estimate
the commercial gain from Mexican
Visitors will reach $56.3 million a year.
Although this rule will likely have some
economic impact on small entities, the
impact should not be substantial. This
rule is intended to increase commercial
activity for small and large entities in
the United States.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995

This rule will not result in the
expenditure by State, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100 million or more
in any 1 year, and it will not
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. Therefore, no actions were
deemed necessary under the provisions
of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995.

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996

This rule is not a major rule as
defined by section 804 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement Act of
1996. The rule will not result in an
annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more; a major increase in
costs or prices; or significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, innovation, or on the ability
of United States-based companies to
compete with foreign-based companies
in domestic and export markets.

Executive Order 12866

This rule is not considered by the
Department of Justice, Immigration and
Naturalization Service, to be a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866, section 3(f),
Regulatory Planning and Review.
Accordingly, this rule has not been
reviewed by the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB).

Executive Order 13132

This regulation will not have
substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the
National Government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with section 6 of Executive
Order 13132,it is determined that this
rule does not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a federalism summary impact
statement.

Executive Order 12988 Civil Justice
Reform

This interim rule meets the applicable
standards set forth in sections 3(a) and
3(b)(2) of E.O. 12988.

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 235

Administrative practice and
procedure, Aliens, Immigration,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Accordingly, part 235 of chapter I of
Title 8 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

PART 235—INSPECTION OF PERSONS
APPLYING FOR ADMISSION

1. The authority citation for part 235
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 8 U.S.C. 1101, 1103, 1182, 1183,
1201, 1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1252; 8
CFR part 2.

2. Section 235.1 is amended by:

a. Revising paragraph (f)(1)(iii);

b. Removing the period at the end of
paragraph (f)(1)(iv), and adding in its
place ““; or” and by

c. Adding a new paragraph (f)(1)(v), to
read as follows:

§235.1 Scope of examination.
* * * * *

( *

(1) *

(iii) Except as provided in paragraph
(f)(1)(v) of this section, any Mexican
national who is exempt from a visa and
passport pursuant to § 212.1(c)(1) of this
chapter, or who is in possession of a
passport and valid visa who is admitted
as a nonimmigrant visitor for a period
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not to exceed 72 hours to visit within
25 miles of the border;

* * * * *

(v) Any Mexican national who is
exempt from a visa and passport
pursuant to § 212.1(c)(1) of this chapter,
or is in possession of a passport and
valid visa who is admitted as a
nonimmigrant visitor at the Mexican
border POEs in the State of Arizona at
Sasabe, Nogales, Mariposa, Naco, or
Douglas for a period not to exceed 72
hours to visit within the State of
Arizona and within 75 miles of the
border.

* * * * *

Dated: December 2, 1999.
Doris Meissner,
Commissioner, Inmigration and
Naturalization Service.
[FR Doc. 99-31694 Filed 12—7-99 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 99-NM-323-AD; Amendment
39-11456; AD 99-25-13]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 777-200 and —300 Series
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that is
applicable to all Boeing Model 777-200
and —300 series airplanes. This action
requires revising the Limitations Section
of the Airplane Flight Manual to
prohibit the dispatch of certain
airplanes under certain conditions. This
amendment also requires repetitive
inspections to ensure correct operation
of the backup generators; and, for
certain airplanes, a one-time inspection
to detect damage of the engine external
gearbox; and corrective actions, if
necessary. This amendment is prompted
by reports of inflight shutdowns due to
sheared backup generator shafts. The
actions specified in this AD are
intended to prohibit the dispatch of an
airplane with an engine-mounted
backup generator having a sheared shaft;
and to detect and correct damage to the
engine, which could result in inflight
shutdowns.

DATES: Effective December 23, 1999.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of December
23, 1999.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
February 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 99-NM-
323-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055-4056.

The service information referenced in
this AD may be obtained from Boeing
Commercial Airplane Group, P.O. Box
3707, Seattle, Washington 98124-2207.
This information may be examined at
the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ed
Hormel, Aerospace Engineer,
Propulsion Branch, ANM-140S, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-2681;
fax (425) 227-1181.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has received reports of two recent
inflight engine shutdowns that were
initiated by a failure of the engine-
driven backup generator (including a
sheared shaft), and consequent failure of
the engine gearbox oil pump due to
contamination from the damaged
backup generator drive bearing in the
engine gearbox. Most backup generator
shaft shear events are the result of
leaking driveshaft seals, or improper
servicing of the backup generator during
maintenance. The current Model 777
Master Minimum Equipment List allows
airplane operation for up to 10 days
with a failed backup generator shaft.
Both inflight shutdowns occurred on
Boeing Model 777 series airplanes
equipped with Rolls-Royce Trent 800
series turbofan engines. However, the
FAA has determined that the same
unsafe condition may also occur on
General Electric GE90 and Pratt &
Whitney PW4000 series turbofan
engines, since the same backup
generators are installed on airplanes
having these engines.

Investigation continues in
determining the exact reason for the
backup generator shaft shear events and
consequent engine failures. However,
the FAA considers that improper
servicing of the backup generator oil
system could be a contributing factor.

Consequently, improper servicing or
improper replacement of the backup
generator by the same individual, on
both engines on the same flight, could
lead to the failure of both generators,
and result in a common-cause failure
and inflight shutdown of both engines.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

The FAA has reviewed and approved
the following Boeing 777 Service Letters
that recommend temporary revisions to
the backup generator servicing and
dispatch (operational) procedures for
Model 777 series airplanes equipped
with Trent 800, GE90, and PW4000
series turbofan engines.

» 777-SL-24-023-B, dated August
16, 1999, “Back Up Generator Servicing
and Dispatch Requirements—
Temporary Revision—RR Installations.”

e 777-SL-24-024, dated August 16,
1999, “Back Up Generator Servicing and
Dispatch Requirements—Temporary
Revision—GE Installations.”

e 777-SL-24-025, dated August 18,
1999, “Back Up Generator Servicing and
Dispatch Requirements—Temporary
Revision—PW Installations.”

The FAA also has reviewed and
approved Rolls-Royce Service Bulletin
RB.211-72-C813, Revision 1, dated July
16, 1999, which describes certain
maintenance actions (i.e., an inspection
of the engine external gearbox to detect
damage, and corrective actions, if
necessary) for Trent 800 series turbofan
engines, which are recommended by
Rolls-Royce in the event of a backup
generator low oil pressure/shaft shear
event.

Explanation of the Requirements of the
Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other Boeing Model 777
series airplanes of the same type design,
this AD is being issued to require
revising the Limitations Section of the
Airplane Flight Manual (AFM) to
prohibit the dispatch of Model 777
series airplanes having backup
generators with sheared shafts; and to
prohibit any extended twin-engine
operations (ETOPS) flight until a non-
ETOPS flight of at least one hour in
duration is accomplished, following
replacement of the backup generator on
both the left and right engines with a
new or serviceable backup generator.
This amendment also requires repetitive
inspections to ensure correct operation
of the backup generators; and, for
certain airplanes, a one-time inspection
to detect damage of the engine external
gearbox; and corrective actions, if
necessary. The actions are required to be
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accomplished in accordance with the
service information described
previously except as discussed below.

Differences Between the AD and the
Service Information

Boeing Service Letters 777-SL—24—
023-B and 777-SL—24-024 recommend
against the dispatch of Boeing Model
777 series airplanes equipped with
Trent 800 or GE90 series turbofan
engines having a sheared shaft on the
backup generator. Service Letter 777—
SL—-24-025, applicable to Boeing Model
777 series airplanes equipped with
PW4000 series turbofan engines, does
not recommend against the operation of
Model 777 series airplanes having a
sheared shaft on the backup generator.
However, this AD prohibits dispatch of
any Model 777 series airplane having a
sheared shaft on the backup generator.
This AD also prohibits any extended
twin-engine operations (ETOPS) flight
until a non-ETOPS flight of at least one
hour in duration is accomplished,
following replacement of the backup
generator on both the left and right
engines with a new or serviceable
backup generator.

In addition, this AD requires certain
Rolls-Royce Trent 800 engine
maintenance actions that are
recommended in Rolls-Royce Service
Bulletin RB.211-72—-C813, Revision 1,
but that are not included in the Boeing
Service Letter 777—SL—24-023-B for
Rolls-Royce engines. Such maintenance
actions are required by this AD ifa
backup generator shaft has sheared
within the last 250 flight hours, or if the
gearbox inspections specified in
Revision 1 of the Rolls-Royce service
bulletin were not accomplished.

Interim Action

This is considered to be interim
action until final action is identified, at
which time the FAA may consider
further rulemaking.

Determination of Rule’s Effective Date

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
opportunity for prior public comment
hereon are impracticable, and that good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

Comments Invited

Although this action is in the form of
a final rule that involves requirements
affecting flight safety and, thus, was not
preceded by notice and an opportunity
for public comment, comments are
invited on this rule. Interested persons
are invited to comment on this rule by
submitting such written data, views, or

arguments as they may desire.
Communications shall identify the
Rules Docket number and be submitted
in triplicate to the address specified
under the caption ADDRESSES. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments will be
considered, and this rule may be
amended in light of the comments
received. Factual information that
supports the commenter’s ideas and
suggestions is extremely helpful in
evaluating the effectiveness of the AD
action and determining whether
additional rulemaking action would be
needed.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the rule that might suggest a need to
modify the rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report that
summarizes each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this AD
will be filed in the Rules Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this rule must
submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 99-NM-323-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation
that must be issued immediately to
correct an unsafe condition in aircraft,
and that it is not a “‘significant
regulatory action”” under Executive
Order 12866. It has been determined
further that this action involves an
emergency regulation under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979). If it is
determined that this emergency
regulation otherwise would be
significant under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures, a final
regulatory evaluation will be prepared
and placed in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it, if filed, may be obtained from the

Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

99-25-13 Boeing: Amendment 39-11456.
Docket 99-NM-323—-AD.

Applicability: Model 777-200 and —300
series airplanes equipped with Rolls-Royce
Trent 800, General Electric GE90, or Pratt &
Whitney PW4000 series turbofan engines;
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (f) of this AD. The
request should include an assessment of the
effect of the modification, alteration, or repair
on the unsafe condition addressed by this
AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not been
eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prohibit dispatch of an airplane with an
engine-mounted backup generator having a
sheared shaft; and to detect and correct
damage to the engine, which could result in
inflight shutdowns; accomplish the
following:

Revisions to the Airplane Flight Manual

(a) For all airplanes: Within 14 days after
the effective date of this AD, revise the
Limitations Section of the FAA-approved
Airplane Flight Manual (AFM) to include the
following information. This may be
accomplished by inserting a copy of this AD
in the AFM.

“Dispatch of the airplane with an engine-
mounted backup generator having a sheared
shaft is prohibited.

Following replacement of the backup
generator on both the left and right engines,
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extended twin-engine operations (ETOPS)
flight is prohibited until a non-ETOPS flight
of at least one hour in duration is
accomplished.”

Prohibited Servicing or Replacement

(b) For all airplanes: As of 14 days after the
effective date of this AD, servicing of both the
left and right backup generators or
replacement of both backup generators with
new or serviceable components by the same
individual prior to the same flight is
prohibited.

One-Time Actions for Rolls-Royce Engines

(c) For airplanes equipped with Rolls-
Royce Trent 800 series turbofan engines:
Within 14 days after the effective date of this
AD, determine whether the status message
“ELEC BACKUP GEN L(R)” and the
maintenance message ‘‘Backup generator L(R)
has a sheared shaft” have occurred within
the last 250 flight hours prior to the effective
date of this AD. If these messages have
occurred during that time, accomplish
follow-on corrective actions, as applicable, at
the times specified in paragraphs C.1.(c) and
D. of Rolls-Royce Service Bulletin RB.211—
72—C813, Revision 1, dated July 16, 1999, in
accordance with the procedures specified in
the service bulletin.

Note 2: Boeing Service Letter 777-SL—24—
023-B, dated August 16, 1999, references
Rolls-Royce Service Bulletin RB.211-72—
C813, Revision 1, dated July 16, 1999, as an
additional source of service information to
accomplish certain actions required by this
AD.

Inspections and Corrective Actions

(d) Within 14 days after the effective date
of this AD, and thereafter prior to each flight:
Accomplish paragraph (d)(1), (d)(2), or (d)(3)
of this AD, as applicable.

Rolls-Royce Engines

(1) For airplanes equipped with Rolls-
Royce Trent 800 series turbofan engines,
accomplish paragraphs (d)(1)(i) and (d)(1)(ii)
of this AD.

(i) Inspect the Electrical Maintenance Page
of the engine indicating and crew alerting
system (EICAS), and perform follow-on
corrective actions, as applicable, at the times
specified in and in accordance with the
procedures specified in Boeing Service Letter
777-SL—24-023-B, dated August 16, 1999.

(ii) If the status message “ELEC BACKUP
GEN L(R)” is active: Prior to further flight,
inspect the Maintenance Access Terminal
(MAT) for certain maintenance messages
indicating a sheared shaft or low oil pressure,
as specified in Step 2.a. of Boeing Service
Letter 777-SL—24-023-B, dated August 16,
1999; and accomplish the corrective actions
specified in Steps 2.a.(1) or 2.a.(2), as
applicable, in accordance with that service
letter.

General Electric Engines

(2) For airplanes equipped with General
Electric GE90 series turbofan engines: If the
status message “ELEC BACKUP GEN L(R)” is
active, prior to further flight, inspect the
MAT for certain maintenance messages
indicating a sheared shaft or low oil pressure,
as specified in Step 1.a. of Boeing Service

Letter 777-SL—24-024, dated August 16,
1999; and accomplish the corrective actions
specified in Steps 1.a.(1) or 1.a.(2), as
applicable, in accordance with the service
letter.

Pratt & Whitney Engines

(3) For Model 777 series airplanes
equipped with Pratt & Whitney PW4000
series turbofan engines: If the status message
“ELEC BACKUP GEN L(R)” is active, prior to
further flight, inspect the MAT for certain
maintenance messages indicating a sheared
shaft or low oil pressure, as specified in Step
1.a. of Boeing Service Letter 777—-SL-24-025,
dated August 18, 1999, in accordance with
that service letter.

(i) If any of the specified maintenance
messages is active, prior to further flight,
remove and replace the backup generator in
accordance with Airplane Maintenance
Manual (AMM) 24—25-01—-000—-801 or 24—
25-01-400-801, as applicable.

(ii) If the backup generator shaft is found
to be sheared, or either of the low oil
pressure messages are active, prior to further
flight, accomplish the corrective actions
specified in Step 1.a.(1) of Boeing Service
Letter 777-SL-24-025, dated August 18,
1999, in accordance with that service letter.

Flight Test After Replacement of Backup
Generators

(e) For all airplanes: As of 14 days after the
effective date of this AD, following any
replacement of the backup generator on both
the left and right engines, accomplish
paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this AD at the
times specified in those paragraphs.

(1) Prior to any ETOPS flight, conduct a
non-revenue test flight of at least one hour in
duration, or a non-ETOPS flight that is either
a non-revenue or revenue flight of at least
one hour in duration.

(2) Prior to further flight after
accomplishment of the action required by
paragraph (e)(1) of this AD: Verify
accomplishment of the maintenance actions
required by paragraph (d)(1), (d)(2), or (d)(3)
of this AD, as applicable.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(f) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Seattle ACO.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Incorporation by Reference

(h) Except as provided by paragraphs (a)
and (d)(3)(i) of this AD, the actions shall be
done in accordance with Rolls-Royce Service
Bulletin RB.211-72—C813, Revision 1, dated
July 16, 1999; Boeing Service Letter 777—-SL—
24-023-B, dated August 16, 1999; Boeing
Service Letter 777—-SL—24—-024, dated August
16, 1999; or Boeing Service Letter 777-SL—
24-025, dated August 18, 1999; as applicable.
This incorporation by reference was
approved by the Director of the Federal
Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may be obtained
from Boeing Commercial Airplane Group,
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 98124—
2207. Copies may be inspected at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at the
Office of the Federal Register, 800 North
Capitol Street, NW., suite 700, Washington,
DC.

(i) This amendment becomes effective on
December 23, 1999.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
November 30, 1999.

D.L. Riggin,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31472 Filed 12—7—-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 99-NM-341-AD; Amendment
39-11450; AD 99-25-07]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; BFGoodrich
Main Brake Assemblies as Installed on
Airbus Model A319 and A320 Series
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that is
applicable to certain BFGoodrich main
brake assemblies as installed on Airbus
Model A319 and A320 series airplanes.
This action requires a one-time
inspection of the wear indicator pins to
determine the level of wear of the main
brake assemblies of the main landing
gear (MLG), and corrective actions, if
necessary. This action also requires
modification of the main brake
assemblies of the MLG, and
incorporation of specified wear limits
into the maintenance inspection
program. This amendment is prompted
by in-service reports of brake
deterioration caused by thermal
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oxidation of the carbon disks of certain
BFGoodrich main brake assemblies. The
actions specified in this AD are
intended to prevent thermal oxidation
of the main brake assemblies, which
could result in deterioration of the MLG
brakes, and consequent reduced braking
performance.

DATES: Effective December 23, 1999.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of December
23, 1999.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
January 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 99—-NM—
341-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055—4056.

The service information referenced in
this AD may be obtained from
BFGoodrich Aircraft Wheels and Brakes,
P.O. Box 340, Troy, Ohio, 45373. This
information may be examined at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227—1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has received in-service reports of brake
deterioration of certain BFGoodrich
main brake assemblies installed on
Airbus Model A319 and A320 series
airplanes. Investigation revealed that the
deterioration of these BFGoodrich
brakes was caused by thermal oxidation
of the carbon material due to exposure
to elevated temperatures for prolonged
periods of time. Further investigation
revealed that the oxidation inhibitor
process used by BFGoodrich does not
completely prevent oxidation of the
carbon brake material. BFGoodrich
advises that these carbon brakes, which
are susceptible to this oxidation
condition, are only used on Airbus
Model A319 and A320 series airplanes.
This condition, if not corrected, could
result in deterioration of the MLG
brakes, and consequent reduced braking
performance.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

BFGoodrich has issued Service
Bulletins 2-1598-32-1, and 2-1600-32—
2, both dated November 5, 1999, which
describe procedures for removal of main
brake assemblies with wear indicator
pins having a length of 0.20 inch or less,
and modification of the main brake
assemblies of the MLG. The
modification involves reducing the
length of the wear indicator pins, and
re-identifying the piston housings and
identification plates of the main brake
assemblies.

FAA’s Determination

The FAA has determined that a direct
correlation exists between the amount of
wear and the degree of thermal
oxidation. Therefore, by limiting the
wear of the carbon brake assemblies, as
required by this AD, thermal oxidation
is controlled to an acceptable level.

FAA’s Conclusions

These airplane models are
manufactured in France and are type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of section
21.29 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 21.29) and the
applicable bilateral airworthiness
agreement.

Explanation of Requirements of Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design registered in the United
States, this AD is being issued to
prevent thermal oxidation of the main
brake assemblies, which could result in
deterioration of the MLG brakes, and
consequent reduced braking
performance. This AD requires one-time
detailed visual inspection of the wear
indicator pins to determine the level of
wear of the main brake assemblies of the
main landing gear (MLG), and corrective
actions, if necessary. This AD also
requires modification of the main brake
assemblies of the MLG, and
incorporation of specified wear limits
into the FAA-approved maintenance
inspection program. Certain actions are
required to be accomplished in
accordance with the service bulletins
described previously, except as
discussed below.

Interim Action

This is considered to be interim
action. The brake manufacturer has
advised that it currently is developing a
modification that will positively address
the unsafe condition addressed by this
AD. Once this modification is
developed, approved, and available, the

FAA may consider additional
rulemaking.

Differences Between AD and Service
Information

Operators should note that the
BFGoodrich service bulletins allow an
option of either replacement of any
main brake assembly with 0.20 inch or
less remaining on the wear indicator
pins, or modification of the brake
assembly by reducing the wear indicator
pins. Additionally, the BFGoodrich
service bulletins do not recommend a
compliance time for either action.
However, this AD requires a one-time
inspection of the wear indicator pins
within 10 days, and replacement of the
brake assembly if the remaining length
of the wear indicator pin is equal to or
less than 0.20 inch. This AD also
requires modification of the brake
assembly to reduce the length of the
wear indicator pins within 30 days, and
re-identification of the piston housings
and identification plates no later than
the next brake removal. The FAA finds
that in view of in-service reports of
main brake assembly deterioration, the
requirements specified in this AD are
appropriate to maintain a consistent
main brake assembly configuration for
all airplanes that are affected by the
subject unsafe condition.

Determination of Rule’s Effective Date

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
opportunity for prior public comment
hereon are impracticable, and that good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

Comments Invited

Although this action is in the form of
a final rule that involves requirements
affecting flight safety and, thus, was not
preceded by notice and an opportunity
for public comment, comments are
invited on this rule. Interested persons
are invited to comment on this rule by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments as they may desire.
Communications shall identify the
Rules Docket number and be submitted
in triplicate to the address specified
under the caption ADDRESSES. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments will be
considered, and this rule may be
amended in light of the comments
received. Factual information that
supports the commenter’s ideas and
suggestions is extremely helpful in
evaluating the effectiveness of the AD
action and determining whether
additional rulemaking action would be
needed.
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Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the rule that might suggest a need to
modify the rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report that
summarizes each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this AD
will be filed in the Rules Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this rule must
submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 99-NM-341-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation
that must be issued immediately to
correct an unsafe condition in aircraft,
and that it is not a “‘significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866. It has been determined
further that this action involves an
emergency regulation under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979). If it is
determined that this emergency
regulation otherwise would be
significant under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures, a final
regulatory evaluation will be prepared
and placed in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it, if filed, may be obtained from the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

99-25-07 BFGoodrich: Amendment 39—
11450. Docket 99—-NM—-341-AD.

Applicability: BFGoodrich main brake
assemblies having part number (P/N) 2—-1598
or 2—1600, as installed on Airbus Model
A319 and A320 series airplanes, certificated
in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent thermal oxidation of the main
brake assemblies of the main landing gear
(MLG), which could result in deterioration of
the MLG brakes, and consequent reduced
braking performance, accomplish the
following:

Detailed Visual Inspection

(a) Within 10 days after the effective date
of this AD, perform a one-time detailed
visual inspection of the wear indicator pins
to determine the level of wear of the main
brake assemblies of the MLG, as specified in
BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 2—-1598-32-1,
or 2-1600-32-2, both dated November 5,
1999, as applicable.

Note 2: For the purposes of this AD, a
detailed visual inspection is defined as: “An
intensive visual examination of a specific
structural area, system, installation, or
assembly to detect damage, failure, or
irregularity. Available lighting is normally
supplemented with a direct source of good
lighting at intensity deemed appropriate by
the inspector. Inspection aids such as mirror,
magnifying lenses, etc. may be used. Surface
cleaning and elaborate access procedures
may be required.”

(1) If the remaining length of any wear
indicator pin is less than or equal to 0.20
inch (5.1 mm) with the brake pressurized,
prior to further flight, replace the brake
assembly with a new or serviceable brake
assembly, in accordance with Chapter 32—
42-27 of the applicable Airplane
Maintenance Manual (AMM).

(2) If the remaining length of all wear
indicator pins is greater than 0.20 inch (5.1
mm) with the brake pressurized, no further
action is required by this paragraph.

Modification

(b) Within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD, modify the main brake assemblies
of the MLG by reducing the length of the
wear indicator pins, in accordance with
BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 2-1598-32-1,
or 2—1600-32-2, both dated November 5,
1999, as applicable; and incorporate the new
wear limits for the main brake assemblies
specified in the applicable service bulletin
into the FAA-approved maintenance program
and comply with those limits thereafter.
After accomplishing the modification, but no
later than the next brake removal, re-identify
the brake assemblies in accordance with the
applicable service bulletin.

Note 3: Once an operator has complied
with the requirements of paragraph (b) of this
AD, that paragraph does not require that
operators subsequently record
accomplishment of the requirements each
time a brake is inspected or overhauled in
accordance with that operator’s FAA-
approved maintenance inspection program.

Spares

(c) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person shall install on any airplane a
BFGoodrich main brake assembly having P/
N 2—-1598 or 2—-1600, unless that assembly
has been modified in accordance with this
AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 4: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

Special Flight Permits

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Incorporation by Reference

(f) The actions shall be done in accordance
with BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 2—1598—
32—1, dated November 5, 1999, or
BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 2—-1600-32-2,
dated November 5, 1999, as applicable. This
incorporation by reference was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register in
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51. Copies may be obtained from
BFGoodrich Aircraft Wheels and Brakes, P.O.
Box 340, Troy, Ohio, 45373. Copies may be
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inspected at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.

(g) This amendment becomes effective on
December 23, 1999.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
November 24, 1999.
D.L. Riggin,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 99-31474 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—-NM-284—-AD; Amendment
39-11453; AD 99-25-10]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus Model
A319, A320, and A321 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain Airbus Model
A319, A320, and A321 series airplanes,
that requires a one-time inspection of
the forward engine mount assembly of
the left and right engines to verify that
the part number on each assembly is
correct; re-identification of the forward
engine mount assembly; and follow-on
actions, if necessary. This amendment is
prompted by issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by
a foreign civil airworthiness authority.
The actions specified by this AD are
intended to prevent structural failure of
the secondary load path of the forward
engine mount, which, if combined with
failure of the primary load path, could
result in separation of the engine from
the airplane.

DATES: Effective January 12, 2000.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of January 12,
2000.

ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Airbus Industrie, 1 Rond Point
Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex,
France. This information may be
examined at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, Rules Docket,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the

Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to certain Airbus
Model A319, A320, and A321 series
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on November 23, 1998 (63 FR
64654). That action proposed to require
a one-time inspection of the forward
engine mount assembly of the left and
right engines to verify that the part
number on each assembly is correct; re-
identification of the forward engine
mount assembly; and follow-on actions,
if necessary.

Comments

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.

Two commenters state that they are
not affected by the proposed rule.

Request To Extend Compliance Time
for Re-identification

One commenter, the manufacturer,
requests that the FAA extend the
compliance time for the re-identification
requirement in paragraph (a)(1) of the
proposed AD from “prior to further
flight” to “within 2,250 flight hours.”
The commenter states that such an
extension would allow operators more
flexibility. The commenter points out
that the Direction Generale de 1’Aviation
Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France, is
planning to revise French airworthiness
directive 98—-293-118(B), dated July 29,
1998 (which was referenced in the
NPRM as the appropriate corresponding
French airworthiness directive) on
December 12, 1998, to allow this
flexibility of the compliance time.

The FAA partially concurs with the
commenter’s request. The FAA has
determined that there is no
configuration difference, and therefore,
it is not necessary to accomplish the re-
identification prior to further flight.
However, the FAA has determined that
the required compliance time should be
specified in terms of landings, rather
than flight hours, to correspond to the
compliance time specified in paragraph
(a)(2)(i) of the AD. The FAA has revised

paragraph (a)(1) of this AD to allow re-
identification of the engine mounts
within 2,250 landings following
accomplishment of the inspection
specified in paragraph (a) of this AD, or
at the next engine removal, whichever
occurs first. In addition, the FAA has
revised NOTE 7 (NOTE 5 of the
proposed AD) of the final rule to
additionally reference French
airworthiness directive 98—-293-118(B)
R1, dated December 16, 1998.

Request To Withdraw the Re-
identification Requirement

One commenter requests that the FAA
not require re-identification of the
mounts, as required by paragraph (a)(2)
of the proposed AD, unless the
configuration of the mount is altered.
The commenter states that the engine
mount assembly re-identification serves
no purpose because there is no
configuration difference between item
number 740-2020-513 “N” and —517.
The commenter further states that all of
the mounts will be re-identified to a
new part number when improved thrust
links are installed in accordance with
Airbus Service Bulletin A320-71-1020,
dated May 25, 1998.

The FAA does not concur with the
commenter’s request. Accomplishment
of Service Bulletin A320-71-1020 is
required by AD 99-21-19, amendment
39-11364 (64 FR 55414, November 17,
1999). Because there is other service
information that affects the engine
mount part number, the FAA finds that
the re-identification required by
paragraph (a)(2) of the AD is important
to ensure proper control of the status of
the engine mounts.

Request for Relief From Removing
Engines Simultaneously

One commenter requests relief from
accomplishing the procedures in
paragraph B (4)(b) of Airbus Service
Bulletin A320-71-1021, dated February
6, 1998, or Revision 01, dated June 10,
1998, which states that both engines
must be modified at the same time. The
commenter notes that removal of both
engines at the same time requires a
flight test, which increases the cost and
time out-of-service.

The FAA concurs with the
commenter’s request. The FAA finds no
technical reason for the modification of
both engines to occur at the same time.
However, both engines must be
modified prior to 2,250 landings
following accomplishment of the
inspection or at the next engine
removal, whichever occurs first. The
FAA has added a note after paragraph
(a)(2)(i) of the final rule to provide
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clarification regarding accomplishment
of the modification for each engine.

Explanation of Change Made to
Proposal

The FAA has clarified the inspection
requirement contained in the proposed
AD. Whereas the proposal specified a
visual inspection, the FAA has revised
this final rule to clarify that its intent is
to require a general visual inspection.
Additionally, a note has been added to
the final rule to define that inspection.

Conclusion

After careful review of the available
data, including the comments noted
above, the FAA has determined that air
safety and the public interest require the
adoption of the rule with the changes
described previously. The FAA has
determined that these changes will
neither increase the economic burden
on any operator nor increase the scope
of the AD.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 73 airplanes
of U.S. registry will be affected by this
AD, that it will take approximately 70
work hours per airplane to accomplish
the required inspection, and that the
average labor rate is $60 per work hour.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the AD on U.S. operators is estimated
to be $306,600, or $4,200 per airplane.

The cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the requirements of this AD action, and
that no operator would accomplish
those actions in the future if this AD
were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) Is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
Will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has

been prepared for this action and it is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained from the Rules
Docket at the location provided under
the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

99-25-10 Airbus Industrie: Amendment
39-11453. Docket 98—NM-284—AD.

Applicability: Model A319-131 and —132,
A320-232 and —-233, and A321-131 series
airplanes; except those on which Airbus
Modification 27020 has been accomplished
(reference Airbus Service Bulletin A320-71—
1021, Revision 01, dated June 10, 1998);
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For airplanes that have been modified,
altered, or repaired so that the performance
of the requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent structural failure of the forward
engine mount secondary load path, which, if
combined with failure of the primary load
path, could result in separation of the engine
from the airplane, accomplish the following:

Inspection and Follow-On Actions

(a) Within 500 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD: Perform a one-time
general visual inspection of the forward
engine mount assembly of the left and right
engines to verify that the part number (P/N)
on each assembly is correct, in accordance
with Airbus Service Bulletin A320-71-1021,
Revision 01, dated June 10, 1998.

Note 2: For the purposes of this AD, a
general visual inspection is defined as “A
visual examination of an interior or exterior
area, installation, or assembly to detect
obvious damage, failure, or irregularity. This
level of inspection is made under normally
available lighting conditions such as
daylight, hangar lighting, flashlight, or drop-
light, and may require removal or opening of
access panels or doors. Stands, ladders, or
platforms may be required to gain proximity
to the area being checked.”

(1) If the P/N on the forward engine mount
assembly of the left and right engines is 740—
2010-513N or 740-2010-513 with a revision
of N’ or higher: Within 2,250 landings
following accomplishment of the inspection
specified in paragraph (a) of this AD, or at
the next engine removal, whichever occurs
first, re-identify each assembly in accordance
with the service bulletin. No further action is
required by this AD.

(2) If the P/N on the forward engine mount
assembly of the left and right engines is
different from the P/N’s specified in
paragraph (a)(1) of this AD, or if the P/N
cannot be determined: Prior to further flight,
perform a detailed visual inspection to detect
any crack or failure of the thrust links on
each forward engine mount assembly, in
accordance with the service bulletin.

(i) If no crack or failure of any thrust link
on the left or right engine is detected: Within
2,250 landings following accomplishment of
the inspection specified in paragraph (a)(2) of
this AD, or at the next engine removal,
whichever occurs first, modify each engine
mount and its installation, and re-identify
each forward engine mount assembly; in
accordance with the service bulletin.

Note 3: Simultaneous modification of both
engines is not required.

(ii) If any crack or failure of any thrust link
on the left or right engine is detected, prior
to further flight, replace the existing thrust
link with a new thrust link, modify each
engine mount, and re-identify each forward
engine mount assembly; in accordance with
the service bulletin.

Note 4: Inspection and modification of the
engine mount assembly accomplished prior
to the effective date of this AD in accordance
with Airbus Service Bulletin A320-71-1021,
dated February 6, 1998, is considered
acceptable for compliance with the
applicable actions specified in this AD.

Note 5: Airbus Service Bulletin A320-71—
1021, Revision 01, dated June 10, 1998,
references V2500 International Aero Engines
(IAE) Service Bulletin V2500-NAC-71-0135,
Revision 1, dated March 5, 1998, as an
additional source of service information for
accomplishment of the actions specified in
this AD.

Spares

(b) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person shall install a forward engine mount
assembly on any airplane equipped with IAE
V2500-A5 engines, unless the actions
described in Airbus Service Bulletin A320-
71-1021, dated February 6, 1998, or Revision
01, dated June 10, 1998, have been
accomplished for that assembly.
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Alternative Methods of Compliance

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 6: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

Special Flight Permits

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Incorporation by Reference

(e) The actions shall be done in accordance
with Airbus Service Bulletin A320-71-1021,
Revision 01, dated June 10, 1998. This
incorporation by reference was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register in
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51. Copies may be obtained from Airbus
Industrie, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France. Copies may be
inspected at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.

Note 7: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French airworthiness directives 98—293—
118(B), dated July 2, 1998, and 98-293—
118(B) R1, dated December 16, 1998.

(f) This amendment becomes effective on
January 12, 2000.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
November 30, 1999.

D.L. Riggin,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 99-31471 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—NM-266—-AD; Amendment
39-11452; AD 99-25-09]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Dassault
Model Mystere-Falcon 50 and 900
Series Airplanes, Falcon 900EX Series
Airplanes, and Falcon 2000 Series
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to all Dassault Model
Mystere-Falcon 50 and 900 series
airplanes, Falcon 900EX series
airplanes, and Falcon 2000 series
airplanes, that requires revising the
Airplane Flight Manual to provide the
flight crew with certain instructions
associated with the onset of stall
warning. This amendment also requires
repetitive inspections to detect
discrepancies of the hinge pin
assemblies of the rear horizontal
stabilizer, and corrective actions, if
necessary. For certain airplanes, this
amendment also requires replacement of
the hinge pin assemblies with new,
improved parts. This amendment is
prompted by issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by
a foreign civil airworthiness authority.
The actions specified by this AD are
intended to prevent excessive
movement and consequent deformation
of the hinge pin assemblies of the rear
horizontal stabilizer, which could result
in flutter and possible failure of the rear
horizontal stabilizer.

DATES: Effective January 12, 2000.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of January 12,
2000.

ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Dassault Falcon Jet, P.O. Box 2000,
South Hackensack, New Jersey 07606.
This information may be examined at
the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA), Transport Airplane Directorate,
Rules Docket, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to all Dassault Model
Mystere-Falcon 50 and 900 series
airplanes, Falcon 900EX series
airplanes, and Falcon 2000 series
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on June 4, 1999 (64 FR 29966).
That action proposed to require revising
the Airplane Flight Manual (AFM) to
provide the flight crew with certain

instructions associated with the onset of
stall warning. That action also proposed
to require repetitive inspections to
detect discrepancies of the hinge pin
assemblies of the rear horizontal
stabilizer, and corrective actions, if
necessary. For certain airplanes, that
action also proposed to require
replacement of the hinge pin assemblies
with new, improved parts.

Comments Received

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.

Request To Extend Compliance Time
for Initial Inspection

Two commenters request that the
compliance time be revised for the
initial inspection required by paragraph
(b) of this AD. One commenter states
that such a short compliance time
(within 300 flight hours or 6 months
after the effective date of this AD) would
constitute a considerable hardship on
operators, due to the time and resources
available to accomplish the task in this
short period of time. The commenter
notes that related airplane flight and
maintenance manuals have already been
revised by the manufacturer to specify
additional time. Another commenter,
the manufacturer, suggests that the
requirement for an early initial
dimensional inspection should be
removed. This commenter states that the
review of dimensional controls
completed on a large portion of affected
airplanes has resulted in its conclusion
that such early inspection is not
necessary to ensure the safety of the
flying public, and creates an
unnecessary burden on operators. This
conclusion is based on the fact that, of
all airplanes inspected to date, only a
few airplanes have exceeded the
criteria, and none were found to exceed
by greater than 14 microns (0.0006 in).
Additionally, tests and analyses have
demonstrated that the fitting
deformations do not increase during a
3,750-flight-cycle interval in which
normal loads have been experienced.
The commenter concludes from this
data that extending the initial
inspection threshold to 3,750 total flight
cycles is acceptable.

The FAA concurs. The Direction
Gonorale de I’Aviation Civile (DGAC),
which is the airworthiness authority for
France, the Joint Aviation Authorities
(JAA), and the manufacturer have
advised the FAA that results of early
inspections have shown no indication of
significant fitting deformations. Based
on inspections conducted to date, the
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FAA has concluded that the
requirement for an early initial
inspection is no longer necessary.
Accordingly, paragraph (b) of the AD
has been revised [and a new paragraph
(c) has been added] to extend the
compliance time for the initial
inspection. Additionally, to simplify the
requirements of the AD, the repetitive
inspection requirements contained in
paragraphs (d) and (e) of the proposed
AD are now included in paragraph (b)
of the final rule.

Request To Remove Inspection After
Stall Event

One commenter, the manufacturer,
requests that the proposed AD be
revised to remove the requirement for
additional inspection after any stall
event, as required by paragraph (c) of
the proposed AD. The commenter states
that the AFM has already been revised
to preclude intentional stalls.
Additionally, the likelihood for an
unintentional stall is sufficiently low
that inspection at intervals of 3,750
flight cycles is deemed adequate to
determine if discrepancies of the hinge
pin assemblies exist.

The FAA concurs. The DGAC has
advised the FAA that it has approved
the findings of the manufacturer, and
has revised the parallel French
airworthiness directives to delete the
inspection following a stall event. Based
on the manufacturer’s information, and
in consonance with the DGAC, the FAA
has determined that the additional
inspection after a stall event is not
required. Accordingly, paragraph (c) of
the proposed AD has been removed
from the final rule.

Request To Revise Replacement
Compliance Time

One commenter requests that
paragraph (f)(2) of the proposed AD be
deleted, as the replacement required at
the time specified in that paragraph can
be delayed until the thresholds required
by paragraph (f)(1) of the AD. The FAA
does not concur, but finds that
clarification of the compliance times
required in paragraph (f) of the proposal
[now paragraph (e)] is necessary.
Paragraph (e) of the final rule requires
accomplishment of certain actions at the
LATER of the times indicated in
paragraphs (e)(1) and (e)(2). The
compliance times in paragraph (e)(2) are
“within 300 flight hours or 6 months
after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs first.” These times
provide a ‘“‘grace period” for airplanes
that have exceeded the thresholds of
“within 6 years since date of
manufacture, or prior to the
accumulation of 3,750 total flight cycles,

whichever occurs first,” as required by
paragraph (e)(1) of the AD. The FAA
considers such a “‘grace period” to be
beneficial to operators in order to avoid
unnecessary grounding of the fleet. No
change is necessary in this regard.

Text Revisions Requested

One commenter, the manufacturer,
requests various changes to the text of
the proposed AD. The commenter
requests that the latest revisions to the
related French airworthiness directives
be referenced, since the previous
revisions have been cancelled. The
commenter also notes that Dassault
Aviation has developed repair solutions
for discrepancies of the hinge pin
assemblies of the rear horizontal
stabilizer, and these repair solutions
have been approved by the DGAC. The
commenter requests that these repair
solutions be referenced in the proposed
AD. Additionally, the commenter notes
an incorrect reference in paragraph (a)
of the proposed AD to Dassault Mystere-
Falcon 50 AFM Temporary Change No.
12 as M813EX, which should be listed
as FM813EX. Lastly, the commenter
requests that the proposed AD be
revised to refer to the applicable
revision of Chapter 5—40 of each
airplane maintenance manual, since that
chapter provides the information
necessary to accomplish the repetitive
inspections required by the AD.

The FAA partially concurs with the
various requests. The FAA has revised
“NOTE 6” of the AD to refer to the latest
French airworthiness directives. The
FAA concurs that the referenced
approved repair solutions provide an
acceptable method of compliance for the
repairs required by paragraph (d) of the
AD, and has included this information
in new “NOTE 4” to the final rule. The
FAA also acknowledges the
typographical error in regard to AFM
Temporary Change No. 12, and has
corrected the reference in the AD. The
FAA has also clarified other temporary
revision references contained in
paragraph (b) of the AD.

The FAA does not concur that
references to the applicable revisions of
Chapter 5-40 of the maintenance
manuals should be included. This
information is redundant to the
temporary procedures already cited as
the appropriate sources of service
information, and the required intervals
for repetitive inspections are directly
specified in this AD. However, the FAA
has added a new “NOTE 3” to the AD
to inform operators that a general
revision to the maintenance manual
may be used in lieu of the temporary
revisions cited in this AD, provided that
the information contained in the general

revision is identical to that contained in
the temporary revisions.

Conclusion

After careful review of the available
data, including the comments noted
above, the FAA has determined that air
safety and the public interest require the
adoption of the rule with the changes
described previously. The FAA has
determined that these changes will
neither increase the economic burden
on any operator nor increase the scope
of the AD.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 269 airplanes
of U.S. registry will be affected by this
AD.

For all airplanes, it will take
approximately 1 work hour per airplane
to accomplish the required Airplane
Flight Manual (AFM) revision, at an
average labor rate of $60 per work hour.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the AFM revision required by this AD
on U.S. operators is estimated to be
$16,140, or $60 per airplane.

Additionally, for all airplanes, it will
take approximately 8 work hours per
airplane to accomplish the required
inspection, at an average labor rate of
$60 per work hour. Based on these
figures, the cost impact of the inspection
required by this AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $129,120, or $480 per
airplane, per inspection cycle.

For 49 airplanes of U.S. registry it will
take approximately 10 work hours per
airplane to accomplish the required
replacement, at an average labor rate of
$60 per work hour. Required parts will
cost approximately $6,000 per airplane.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the replacement required by this AD
on U.S. operators is estimated to be
$323,400, or $6,600 per airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the requirements of this AD action, and
that no operator would accomplish
those actions in the future if this AD
were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.
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For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) Is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
Will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has
been prepared for this action and it is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained from the Rules
Docket at the location provided under
the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

99-25-09 Dassault Aviation: Amendment
39-11452. Docket 98—NM-266—AD.

Applicability: All Model Mystere-Falcon 50
and 900 series airplanes, Falcon 900EX series
airplanes, and Falcon 2000 series airplanes;
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (g) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent excessive movement and
consequent deformation of the hinge pin
assemblies of the rear horizontal stabilizer,
which could result in flutter and possible

failure of the rear horizontal stabilizer,
accomplish the following:

Dassault Airplane Flight Manual (AFM)
Revision

(a) Within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD, revise the Limitations Section of
the FAA-approved AFM to include the
following statement. This may be
accomplished by inserting a copy of this AD
into the AFM.

“DO NOT INTENTIONALLY FLY THE
AIRPLANE SLOWER THAN INITIAL STALL
WARNING ONSET”

Note 2: The AFM revision required by
paragraph (a) of this AD also may be
accomplished by inserting a copy of the
applicable Temporary Change into the
applicable AFM, as specified below. When
these Temporary Changes have been
incorporated into the general revisions of the
AFM, the general revisions may be inserted
into the AFM, provided that the information
contained in the general revisions is identical
to that specified in the Temporary Changes.

» For Model Mystere-Falcon 50 series
airplanes: Dassault Mystere-Falcon 50 AFM
Temporary Change No. 46 (DTM813); and
Dassault Mystere-Falcon 50 AFM Temporary
Change No. 12 (FM813EX).

* For Model Mystere-Falcon 900 series
airplanes: Dassault Mystere-Falcon 900 AFM
Temporary Change No. 69 (DTM20103).

» For Model Falcon 900EX series
airplanes: Dassault Falcon 900EX AFM
Temporary Change No. 14 (DTM561).

» For Model Falcon 2000 series airplanes:
Dassault Falcon 2000 AFM Temporary
Change No. 44 (DTM537).

Initial and Repetitive Inspections

(b) At the applicable time specified in
paragraph (c) of this AD, perform a
dimensional inspection to detect
discrepancies (damage, deformation, and
excessive movement) of the hinge pin
assemblies of the rear horizontal stabilizer in
accordance with paragraph (b)(1), (b)(2),
(b)(3), or (b)(4) of this AD, as applicable.
Thereafter, repeat the inspection at intervals
not to exceed 3,750 flight cycles or 6 years,
whichever occurs first.

(1) For Model Mystere-Falcon 50 series
airplanes: Inspect in accordance with
Dassault Airplane Maintenance Manual
(AMM), Revision 1, dated February 1997, as
revised by Temporary Revision (TR) No. 7,
work card number 704.0/1, dated November
1997.

(2) For Model Mystere-Falcon 900 series
airplanes: Inspect in accordance with
Dassault AMM, Revision 2, dated July 1997,
as revised by TR No. 17, Procedure 55-501,
dated November 1997.

(3) For Model Falcon 900EX series
airplanes: Inspect in accordance with
Dassault AMM, Revision 1, dated December
1996, as revised by Temporary Revision No.
2, Procedure 55-501, dated November 1997.

(4) For Model Falcon 2000 series airplanes:
Inspect in accordance with Dassault AMM,
Revision 5, Procedure 55-501, dated
November 1997.

Note 3: The actions required by paragraph
(b) of this AD also may be accomplished in

accordance with a general revision of the
applicable Dassault AMM, provided that the
information contained in the general revision
is identical to that specified in the
Temporary Revisions cited in that paragraph.

(c) Accomplish the inspection required by
paragraph (b) of this AD at the LATER of the
times specified in paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2)
of this AD.

(1) Within 6 years since date of
manufacture, or prior to the accumulation of
3,750 total flight cycles, whichever occurs
first.

(2) Within 300 flight hours or 6 months
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs first.

(d) If any discrepancy is detected during
any inspection required by this AD, prior to
further flight, repair in accordance with a
method approved by either the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate; or the
Direction Gonorale de I’Aviation Civile
(DGAC) (or its delegated agent).

Note 4: Accomplishment of repair of the
hinge pin assemblies in accordance with
Falcon Repair Solution F2000-R3 (For Model
Falcon 2000 series airplanes), F50-R52 (for
Model Mystere-Falcon 50 series airplanes), or
F900-R71 (for Model Mystere-Falcon 900
and Falcon 900EX series airplanes); as
applicable; is acceptable for compliance with
the repairs required by paragraph (d) of this
AD.

Replacement

(e) For airplanes listed in Dassault Service
Bulletins F50-274, F900-203, FO00EX-37,
and F2000-118, all dated December 17, 1997:
Replace the hinge pin assemblies of the rear
horizontal stabilizer with new, improved
parts in accordance with Part 2, paragraph
B.(2) of the Accomplishment Instructions of
the applicable service bulletin at the LATER
of the times specified in paragraphs (e)(1)
and (e)(2) of this AD.

(1) Accomplish the replacement within 6
years since date of manufacture, or prior to
the accumulation of 3,750 total flight cycles,
whichever occurs first.

(2) Accomplish the replacement within 300
flight hours or 6 months after the effective
date of this AD, whichever occurs first.

Spares

(f) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person shall install a rear horizontal
stabilizer hinge pin having part number
MY2033175 on any airplane.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(g) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 5: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.
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Special Flight Permits

(h) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Incorporation by Reference

(i) The replacements shall be done in
accordance with Dassault Service Bulletin
F50-274, dated December 17, 1997; Dassault
Service Bulletin F900-203, dated December
17, 1997; Dassault Service Bulletin FO00EX—
37, dated December 17, 1997; and Dassault
Service Bulletin F2000-118, dated December
17, 1997; as applicable. This incorporation by
reference was approved by the Director of the
Federal Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may be
obtained from Dassault Falcon Jet, P.O. Box
2000, South Hackensack, New Jersey 07606.
Copies may be inspected at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at the
Office of the Federal Register, 800 North
Capitol Street, NW., suite 700, Washington,
DC.

Note 6: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French airworthiness directives 1997—
370-020(B) R2, dated June 2, 1999; and
1997-369-004(B) R1, dated June 2, 1999, as
revised by Erratum, dated June 30, 1999.

(j) This amendment becomes effective on
January 12, 2000.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
November 30, 1999.

D.L. Riggin,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 99-31470 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—NM-296—-AD; Amendment
39-11449; AD 99-25-06]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; British

Aerospace (Jetstream) Model 4101
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain British Aerospace
(Jetstream) Model 4101 airplanes, that
requires a one-time inspection of the
bottom aft roller of the main baggage-
bay door structure for cracking or
damage to the sub-frame; repetitive
operational tests to determine if the
counter-balance motor functions

properly; and corrective actions, if
necessary. This amendment is prompted
by issuance of mandatory continuing
airworthiness information by a foreign
civil airworthiness authority. The
actions specified by this AD are
intended to prevent sub-frame damage,
which, if left undetected, could cause
rapid decompression of the airplane and
consequent injury to passengers and
Crew.

DATES: Effective January 12, 2000.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of January 12,
2000.

ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from British Aerospace Regional
Aircraft American Support, 13850
Mclearen Road, Herndon, Virginia
20171. This information may be
examined at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, Rules Docket,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to certain British
Aerospace (Jetstream) Model 4101
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on October 8, 1999 (64 FR
54795). That action proposed to require
a one-time inspection of the bottom aft
roller of the main baggage-bay door
structure for cracking or damage to the
sub-frame; repetitive operational tests to
determine if the counter-balance motor
functions properly; and corrective
actions, if necessary.

Comments

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. No
comments were submitted in response
to the proposal or the FAA’s
determination of the cost to the public.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that air
safety and the public interest require the
adoption of the rule as proposed.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 43 airplanes
of U.S. registry will be affected by this
AD.

It will take approximately 3 work
hours per airplane to accomplish the
required inspection, at an average labor
rate of $60 per work hour. Based on
these figures, the cost impact of the
inspection required by this AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $7,740, or
$180 per airplane.

It will take approximately 1 work
hour per airplane to accomplish the
required test, at an average labor rate of
$60 per work hour. Based on these
figures, the cost impact of the test
required by this AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $2,580, or $60 per
airplane, per test cycle.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the requirements of this AD action, and
that no operator would accomplish
those actions in the future if this AD
were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) Is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
Will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has
been prepared for this action and it is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained from the Rules
Docket at the location provided under
the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
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Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

99-25-06 British Aerospace Regional
Aircraft [Formerly Jetstream Aircraft
Limited; British Aerospace (Commercial
Aircraft) Limited]: Amendment 39—
11449. Docket 98—NM-296—AD.

Applicability: British Aerospace (Jetstream)
Model 4101 airplanes, as listed in Jetstream
Service Bulletin J41-52-060, dated August
31, 1998; certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent sub-frame damage, which, if
left undetected, could cause rapid
decompression of the airplane and
consequent injury to passengers and crew,
accomplish the following:

Visual Inspection

(a) Within 1,500 landings or within 5
months after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs first, perform a one-time
general visual inspection of the bottom aft
roller of the main baggage bay door structure
to check for cracking or damage to the sub-
frame in accordance with Jetstream Service
Bulletin J41-52-060, dated August 31, 1998.
If any cracking or damage is found, prior to
further flight, repair in accordance with a
method approved by either the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate; or the Givil
Aviation Authority (or its delegated agent).
For a repair method to be approved by the
Manager, International Branch, ANM-116, as
required by this paragraph, the Manager’s
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

Note 2: For the purposes of this AD, a
general visual inspection is defined as “A
visual examination of an interior or exterior
area, installation, or assembly to detect
obvious damage, failure, or irregularity. This
level of inspection is made under normally

available lighting conditions such as
daylight, hangar lighting, flashlight, or drop-
light, and may require removal or opening of
access panels or doors. Stands, ladders, or
platforms may be required to gain proximity
to the area being check.”

Operational Test

(b) Within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD, perform an operational test to
determine if the counter-balance motor of the
main baggage bay door functions properly in
accordance with Jetstream Service Bulletin
J41-52-060, dated August 31, 1998. Repeat
the operational test thereafter at intervals not
to exceed 5 days. If the motor fails during any
operational test, within 10 flights after
accomplishing the test, either replace the
motor with a new motor or repair in
accordance with the service bulletin, and
accomplish the actions specified in
paragraph (a) of this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

Special Flight Permits

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Incorporation by Reference

(e) Except as provided by paragraph (a) of
this AD, the actions shall be done in
accordance with Jetstream Service Bulletin
J41-52-060, dated August 31, 1998. This
incorporation by reference was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register in
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51. Copies may be obtained from British
Aerospace Regional Aircraft American
Support, 13850 Mclearen Road, Herndon,
Virginia 20171. Copies may be inspected at
the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.

Note 4: The subject of this AD is addressed
in British airworthiness directive 005-08—98.

(f) This amendment becomes effective on
January 12, 2000.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
November 24, 1999.

D. L. Riggin,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31473 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 176

[Docket No. 86F-0312]

Indirect Food Additives: Paper and
Paperboard Components

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is amending the
food additive regulations to provide for
the safe use of acrylamide polymer with
sodium
2-acrylamido-2-methylpropanesulfonate
as a component of paper and
paperboard in contact with dry food.
This action is in response to a petition
filed by American Cyanamid Co.
(currently Cytec Industries, Inc.).

DATES: This regulation is effective
December 8, 1999; Submit written
objections and requests for a hearing by
January 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit written objections to
the Dockets Management Branch (HFA—
305), Food and Drug Administration,
5630 Fishers Lane, rm. 1061, Rockville,
MD 20852.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Edward J. Machuga, Center for Food
Safety and Applied Nutrition (CFSAN)
(HFS-215), Food and Drug
Administration, 200 C St. SW.,
Washington, DC 20204, 202—-418-3085.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

In a notice published in the Federal
Register of August 19, 1986 (51 FR
29612), FDA announced that a food
additive petition (FAP 6B3940) had
been filed on behalf of American
Cyanamid Co., One Cyanamid Plaza,
Wayne, NJ 07470 (currently Cytec
Industries, Inc., Five Garret Mountain
Plaza, West Paterson, NJ 07424). The
petition proposed that the food additive
regulations in § 176.180 Components of
paper and paperboard in contact with
dry food (21 CFR 176.180) be amended
to provide for the safe use of acrylamide
polymer with sodium 2-acrylamido-2-
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methylpropanesulfonate as a component
of paper and paperboard in contact with
dry food.

In its evaluation of the safety of
acrylamide polymer with sodium 2-
acrylamido-2-methylpropanesulfonate,
FDA reviewed the safety of the additive
itself and the chemical impurities that
may be present in the additive resulting
from its manufacturing process.
Although the additive itself has not
been shown to cause cancer, it may
contain minute amounts of acrylamide
as an impurity resulting from its
manufacture. This chemical has been
shown to cause cancer in test animals.
Residual amounts of impurities are
commonly found as constituents of
chemical products, including food
additives.

II. Determination of Safety

Under the general safety standard of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (the act) (21 U.S.C. 348(c)(3)(A)), a
food additive cannot be approved for a
particular use unless a fair evaluation of
the data available to FDA establishes
that the additive is safe for that use.
FDA'’s food additive regulations (21 CFR
170.3(i)) define safe as ‘“‘a reasonable
certainty in the minds of competent
scientists that the substance is not
harmful under the intended conditions
of use.”

The food additives anticancer, or
Delaney, clause of the act (21 U.S.C.
348(c)(3)(A)) provides that no food
additive shall be deemed safe if it is
found to induce cancer when ingested
by man or animal. Importantly,
however, the Delaney clause applies to
the additive itself and not to impurities
in the additive. That is, where an
additive itself has not been shown to
cause cancer, but contains a
carcinogenic impurity, the additive is
properly evaluated under the general
safety standard using risk assessment
procedures to determine whether there
is a reasonable certainty that no harm
will result from the intended use of the
additive (Scott v. FDA, 728 F.2d 322
(6th Cir. 1984)).

III. Safety of the Petitioned Use of the
Additive

FDA estimates that the petitioned use
of the additive, acrylamide polymer
with sodium 2-acrylamido-2-
methylpropanesulfonate, will result in
exposure no greater than 50 parts per
billion of the additive in the daily diet
(3 kilograms (kg)) or an estimated daily
intake of no more than 150 micrograms
per person per day (Ref. 1).

FDA does not ordinarily consider
chronic toxicological studies to be
necessary to determine the safety of an

additive whose use will result in such
low exposure levels (Ref. 2), and the
agency has not required such testing
here. However, the agency has reviewed
the available toxicological data on the
additive and concludes that the
estimated small dietary exposure
resulting from the petitioned use of the
additive is safe.

FDA has evaluated the safety of this
additive under the general safety
standard, considering all available data
and using risk assessment procedures to
estimate the upper-bound limit of
lifetime human risk presented by
acrylamide, the carcinogenic chemical
that may be present as an impurity in
the additive. The risk evaluation of
acrylamide has two aspects: (1)
Assessment of exposure to the impurity
from the petitioned use of the additive,
and (2) extrapolation of the risk
observed in the animal bioassays to the
conditions of exposure to humans.

A. Acrylamide

FDA has estimated the exposure to
acrylamide from the petitioned use of
the additive as a component of paper
and paperboard in contact with dry food
to be no more than 0.78 part per trillion
in the daily diet (3 kg) or 2.3 nanograms
per person per day (ng/p/d) (Ref. 3). The
agency used data from a long-term rat
bioassay on acrylamide, conducted by
Johnson et al. (Refs. 4 and 5), to estimate
the upper-bound limit of lifetime
human risk from exposure to this
chemical resulting from the petitioned
use of the additive. The authors
reported that the test material caused
significantly increased incidences of
thyroid follicular adenomas and
testicular mesotheliomas in male rats,
and mammary tumors (adenomas or
adenocarcinomas, fibromas or
fibroadenomas, adenocarcinomas
alone), central nervous system tumors
(brain astrocytomas, brain or spinal cord
glial tumors), and uterine tumors in
female rats.

Based on the agency’s estimate that
exposure to acrylamide will not exceed
2.3 ng/p/d, FDA estimates that the
upper-bound limit of lifetime human
risk from the petitioned use of the
subject additive is 2.7 X 10-8 or 2.7 in
100 million (Refs. 5 and 6). Because of
the numerous conservative assumptions
used in calculating the exposure
estimate, the actual lifetime-averaged
individual exposure to acrylamide is
likely to be substantially less than the
estimated exposure, and therefore, the
probable lifetime human risk would be
less than the upper-bound limit of
lifetime human risk. Thus, the agency
concludes that there is reasonable
certainty that no harm from exposure to

acrylamide would result from the
petitioned use of the additive.

B. Need for Specifications

The agency also has considered
whether specifications are necessary to
control the amount of acrylamide as an
impurity in the food additive. The
agency finds that specifications are not
necessary for the following reasons: (1)
Because of the low levels at which
acrylamide may be expected to remain
as an impurity following production of
the additive, the agency would not
expect this impurity to become a
component of food at other than
extremely low levels; and (2) the upper-
bound limit of lifetime human risk from
exposure to acrylamide is very low, 2.7
in 100 million.

IV. Conclusion

FDA has evaluated data in the
petition and other relevant material.
Based on this information, the agency
concludes that: (1) The proposed use of
the additive as a component of paper
and paperboard in contact with dry food
is safe, (2) the additive will achieve its
intended technical effect, and therefore,
(3) the regulations in § 176.180 should
be amended as set forth below.

In accordance with §171.1(h) (21 CFR
171.1(h)), the petitions and the
documents that FDA considered and
relied upon in reaching its decision to
approve the petitions are available for
inspection at the Center for Food Safety
and Applied Nutrition by appointment
with the information contact person
listed above. As provided in § 171.1(h),
the agency will delete from the
documents any materials that are not
available for public disclosure before
making the documents available for
inspection.

V. Environmental Impact

The agency has determined under 21
CFR 25.32(i) that this action is of a type
that does not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on
the human environment. Therefore,
neither an environmental assessment
nor an environmental impact statement
is required.

VI. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

This final rule contains no collection
of information. Therefore, clearance by
the Office of Management and Budget
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 is not required.

VII. Objections

Any person who will be adversely
affected by this regulation may at any
time on or before January 7, 2000, file
with the Dockets Management Branch
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(address above) written objections
thereto. Each objection shall be
separately numbered, and each
numbered objection shall specify with
particularity the provisions of the
regulation to which objection is made
and the grounds for the objection. Each
numbered objection on which a hearing
is requested shall specifically so state.
Failure to request a hearing for any
particular objection shall constitute a
waiver of the right to a hearing on that
objection. Each numbered objection for
which a hearing is requested shall
include a detailed description and
analysis of the specific factual
information intended to be presented in
support of the objection in the event
that a hearing is held. Failure to include
such a description and analysis for any
particular objection shall constitute a
waiver of the right to a hearing on the
objection. Three copies of all documents
shall be submitted and shall be
identified with the docket number
found in brackets in the heading of this
document. Any objections received in
response to the regulation may be seen
in the Dockets Management Branch
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday

VIII. References

The following references have been
placed on display in the Dockets
Management Branch (address above)
and may be seen by interested persons
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday.

1. Memorandum from the Chemistry and
Environmental Review Team, FDA, to the
Division of Petition Control, FDA, “DPC
Request to Identify and Address Unresolved
Issues in the Pending Acrylamide Petitions,”
August 7, 1997.

2. Kokoski, C. J., “Regulatory Food
Additive Toxicology,” Chemical Safety
Regulation and Compliance, edited by F.
Homburger, and J. K. Marquis, New York,
NY, pp. 24-33, 1985.

3. Memorandum from the Chemistry and
Environmental Review Team, FDA, to the
Division of Petition Control, FDA, “Exposure
to Acrylamide From the Use of the Sodium
Salt of Copolymers 2-Acrylamido-2-
Methylpropanesulfonic Acid and
Acrylamide,” February 3, 1999.

4. Johnson, K. A., Gorzinski, S. J., Bodner,
K. M., Campbell, R. A., Wolf, C. H.,
Friedman, M. A., and Mast, R. W., “Chronic
Toxicity and Oncogenicity Study on
Acrylamide Incorporated in the Drinking
Water of Fischer 344 Rats,” Toxicology and
Applied Pharmacology, 85:154—168, 1986.

5. Memorandum from the Division of
Petition Control, FDA, to the Quantitative

of Acrylamide Polymer with Sodium 2-
Acrylamido-2-Methylpropanesulfonate—FAP
6B3940,” March 3, 1999.

6. Memorandum of Conference, FDA,
CFSAN, Washington, DC, Cancer Assessment
Committee Meeting on Acrylamide, February
13 and June 6, 1985, May 31, 1996.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 176

Food additives, Food packaging.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs, 21 CFR part 176 is
amended as follows:

PART 176—INDIRECT FOOD
ADDITIVES: PAPER AND
PAPERBOARD COMPONENTS

1. The authority citation for 21 CFR
part 176 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321, 342, 346, 348,
379e.

2. Section 176.180 is amended in the
table in paragraph (b)(2) by
alphabetically adding an entry under
the headings “List of substances” and
“Limitations” to read as follows:

§176.180 Components of paper and
paperboard in contact with dry food.

through Friday. Risk Assessment Committee, FDA, * * * * *
“Estimation of Upper-Bound Risk for (b) * * *
Acrylamide Exposure Resulting From the Use (2) * * *
List of substances Limitations

Acrylamide polymer with sodium 2-acrylamido-2-methylpropane-

sulfonate (CAS Reg. No. 38193-60-1)
* *

* *

For use at a level not to

*

exceed 0.015 weight percent of dry fiber.

* *

Dated: November 30, 1999.
Margaret M. Dotzel,
Acting Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 99-31700 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180
[OPP-300947; FRL—6390-9]

RIN 2070-AB78
Tebufenozide; Pesticide Tolerances for
Emergency Exemptions

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This regulation establishes a
time-limited tolerance for residues of

tebufenozide in or on soybeans. This
action is in response to EPA’s granting
of an emergency exemption under
section 18 of the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
authorizing use of the pesticide on
soybeans. This regulation establishes a
maximum permissible level for residues
of benzoic acid, 3,5-dimethyl-1-(1,1-
dimethylethyl)-2-(4-
ethylbenzoyl)hydrazide in this food
commodity. The tolerance will expire
and is revoked on December 31, 2001.

DATES: This regulation is effective
December 8, 1999. Objections and
requests for hearings, identified by
docket control number OPP-300947,
must be received by EPA on or before
February 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Written objections and
hearing requests may be submitted by
mail, in person, or by courier. Please
follow the detailed instructions for each

method as provided in Unit VII. of the
“SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.”
To ensure proper receipt by EPA, your
objections and hearing requests must
identify docket control number OPP—
300947 in the subject line on the first
page of your response.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By
mail: Andrew Ertman, Registration
Division (7505C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington,
DC 20460; telephone number: (703)
308—9367; and e-mail address:
ertman.andrew@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. General Information
A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

You may be potentially affected by
this action if you are an agricultural
producer, food manufacturer, or
pesticide manufacturer. Potentially
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affected categories and entities may
include, but are not limited to:

Cat- NAICS Examples of poten-
egories codes tially affected entities
Industry | 111 Crop production
112 Animal production
311 Food manufacturing
32532 Pesticide manufac-
turing

This listing is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
affected by this action. Other types of
entities not listed in the table could also
be affected. The North American
Industrial Classification System
(NAICS) codes have been provided to
assist you and others in determining
whether or not this action might apply
to certain entities. If you have questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed under “FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.”

B. How Can I Get Additional
Information, Including Copies of This
Document and Other Related
Documents?

1. Electronically. You may obtain
electronic copies of this document, and
certain other related documents that
might be available electronically, from
the EPA Internet Home Page at http://
www.epa.gov/. To access this
document, on the Home Page select
“Laws and Regulations” and then look
up the entry for this document under
the “Federal Register--Environmental
Documents.” You can also go directly to
the Federal Register listings at http://
www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/.

2. In person. The Agency has
established an official record for this
action under docket control number
OPP-300947. The official record
consists of the documents specifically
referenced in this action, and other
information related to this action,
including any information claimed as
Confidential Business Information (CBI).
This official record includes the
documents that are physically located in
the docket, as well as the documents
that are referenced in those documents.
The public version of the official record
does not include any information
claimed as CBI. The public version of
the official record, which includes
printed, paper versions of any electronic
comments submitted during an
applicable comment period is available
for inspection in the Public Information
and Records Integrity Branch (PIRIB),
Rm. 119, Crystal Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson

Davis Hwy., Arlington, VA, from 8:30
a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The PIRIB
telephone number is (703) 305-5805.

II. Background and Statutory Findings

EPA, on its own initiative, in
accordance with sections 408(1)(6) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(FFDCA), 21 U.S.C. 3464, is establishing
a tolerance for residues of the
insecticide tebufenozide, in or on
soybeans at 2.0 part per million (ppm).
This tolerance will expire and is
revoked on December 31, 2001. EPA
will publish a document in the Federal
Register to remove the revoked
tolerance from the Code of Federal
Regulations.

Section 408(1)(6) of the FFDCA
requires EPA to establish a time-limited
tolerance or exemption from the
requirement for a tolerance for pesticide
chemical residues in food that will
result from the use of a pesticide under
an emergency exemption granted by
EPA under section 18 of FIFRA. Such
tolerances can be established without
providing notice or period for public
comment. EPA does not intend for its
actions on section 18 related tolerances
to set binding precedents for the
application of section 408 and the new
safety standard to other tolerances and
exemptions.

Section 408(b)(2)(A)(i) of the FFDCA
allows EPA to establish a tolerance (the
legal limit for a pesticide chemical
residue in or on a food) only if EPA
determines that the tolerance is “safe.”
Section 408(b)(2)(A)(ii) defines ‘““safe” to
mean that “there is a reasonable
certainty that no harm will result from
aggregate exposure to the pesticide
chemical residue, including all
anticipated dietary exposures and all
other exposures for which there is
reliable information.”” This includes
exposure through drinking water and in
residential settings, but does not include
occupational exposure. Section
408(b)(2)(C) requires EPA to give special
consideration to exposure of infants and
children to the pesticide chemical
residue in establishing a tolerance and
to “ensure that there is a reasonable
certainty that no harm will result to
infants and children from aggregate
exposure to the pesticide chemical
residue. . . .”

Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)
authorizes EPA to exempt any Federal
or State agency from any provision of
FIFRA, if EPA determines that
“emergency conditions exist which
require such exemption.” This
provision was not amended by the Food
Quality Protection Act (FQPA). EPA has

established regulations governing such
emergency exemptions in 40 CFR part
166.

III. Emergency Exemption for
Tebufenozide on Soybeans and FFDCA
Tolerances

The state of Louisiana declared a
crisis for the use of tebufenozide on
soybeans to control fall armyworms due
to lack of efficacy of currently labeled
products. EPA has authorized under
FIFRA section 18 the use of
tebufenozide on soybeans for control of
fall armyworms in Louisiana.

As part of its assessment of this
emergency exemption, EPA assessed the
potential risks presented by residues of
tebufenozide in or on soybeans. In doing
so, EPA considered the safety standard
in FFDCA section 408(b)(2), and EPA
decided that the necessary tolerance
under FFDCA section 408(1)(6) would be
consistent with the safety standard and
with FIFRA section 18. Consistent with
the need to move quickly on the
emergency exemption in order to
address an urgent non-routine situation
and to ensure that the resulting food is
safe and lawful, EPA is issuing this
tolerance without notice and
opportunity for public comment as
provided in section 408(1)(6). Although
this tolerance will expire and is revoked
on December 31, 2001, under FFDCA
section 408(1)(5), residues of the
pesticide not in excess of the amounts
specified in the tolerance remaining in
or on soybeans after that date will not
be unlawful, provided the pesticide is
applied in a manner that was lawful
under FIFRA, and the residues do not
exceed a level that was authorized by
this tolerance at the time of that
application. EPA will take action to
revoke this tolerance earlier if any
experience with, scientific data on, or
other relevant information on this
pesticide indicate that the residues are
not safe.

Because this tolerance is being
approved under emergency conditions,
EPA has not made any decisions about
whether tebufenozide meets EPA’s
registration requirements for use on
soybeans or whether a permanent
tolerance for this use would be
appropriate. Under these circumstances,
EPA does not believe that this tolerance
serves as a basis for registration of
tebufenozide by a State for special local
needs under FIFRA section 24(c). Nor
does this tolerance serve as the basis for
any State other than Louisiana to use
this pesticide on this crop under section
18 of FIFRA without following all
provisions of EPA’s regulations
implementing section 18 as identified in
40 CFR part 166. For additional
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information regarding the emergency
exemption for tebufenozide, contact the
Agency’s Registration Division at the
address provided under “FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.”

IV. Aggregate Risk Assessment and
Determination of Safety

EPA performs a number of analyses to
determine the risks from aggregate
exposure to pesticide residues. For
further discussion of the regulatory
requirements of section 408 and a
complete description of the risk
assessment process, see the final rule on
Bifenthrin Pesticide Tolerances (62 FR
62961, November 26, 1997) (FRL-5754—
7).
Consistent with section 408(b)(2)(D),
EPA has reviewed the available
scientific data and other relevant
information in support of this action.
EPA has sufficient data to assess the
hazards of tebufenozide and to make a
determination on aggregate exposure,
consistent with section 408(b)(2), for a
time-limited tolerance for residues of
tebufenozide on soybeans at 2.0 ppm.
EPA’s assessment of the dietary
exposures and risks associated with
establishing the tolerance follows.

A. Toxicological Profile

EPA has evaluated the available
toxicity data and considered its validity,
completeness, and reliability as well as
the relationship of the results of the
studies to human risk. EPA has also
considered available information
concerning the variability of the
sensitivities of major identifiable
subgroups of consumers, including
infants and children. The nature of the
toxic effects caused by tebufenozide are
discussed in this unit.

B. Toxicological Endpoint

1. Acute toxicity. No toxicological
endpoint has been identified for acute
toxicity. Toxicity observed in oral
toxicity studies were not attributable to
a single dose (exposure). No
neurological or systemic toxicity was
observed in rats given a single oral
administration of tebufenozide at 0, 500,
1,000 or 2,000 milligrams/kilograms/day
(mg/kg/day). No maternal or
developmental toxicity was observed
following oral administration of
tebufenozide at 1,000 mg/kg/day (limit-
dose) during gestation to pregnant rats
or rabbits.

2. Short- and intermediate-term
toxicity. No toxicological endpoints
have been identified for short- and
intermediate-term toxicity. No dermal or
systemic toxicity was seen in rats
administered 15 dermal applications at
1,000 mg/kg/day (limit dose) over 21

days with either technical tebufenozide
or 23% active ingredient formulation.
Despite hematological effects seen in the
dog study, similar effects were not seen
in these rats receiving the compound via
the dermal route indicating poor dermal
absorption. Also, no developmental
endpoints of concern were evident due
to the lack of developmental toxicity in
either rat or rabbit studies.

3. Chronic toxicity. EPA has
established the reference dose, or RfD,
for tebufenozide at 0.018 mg/kg/day.
This RfD is based on the no observable
adverse effect level (NOAEL) of 1.8 mg/
kg/day based on growth retardation,
alterations in hematology parameters,
changes in organ weights, and
histopathological lesions in the bone,
spleen and liver at the lowest observable
adverse effect level (LOAEL) of 8.7 mg/
kg/day. An uncertainty factor of 100
(10X for interspecies extrapolation and
10X for intraspecies variability) was
applied to the NOAEL of 1.8 mg/kg/day
to calculate the RfD of 0.018 mg/kg/day.

EPA has determined that the 10X
factor to account for enhanced
susceptibility of infants and children (as
required by FQPA) can be removed, and
therefore, the chronic Population
Adjusted Dose (cPAD), is 0.018 mg/kg/
day, which is the same as the RfD. For
purposes of this risk assessment, the
term cPAD will be used instead of RfD.
The determination that the 10X factor be
removed is based on the results of
reproductive and developmental
toxicity studies. No evidence of
additional sensitivity to young rats or
rabbits was observed following prenatal
or postnatal exposure to tebufenozide.

4. Carcinogenicity. Tebufenozide is
classified as Group E (no evidence of
carcinogenicity in humans).

C. Exposures and Risks

1. From food and feed uses.
Tolerances have been established (40
CFR 180.482) for the residues of
tebufenozide, in or on a variety of raw
agricultural commodities. Tolerances, in
support of registrations, currently exist
for residues of tebufenozide on apples,
berries, canola, cotton, cranberries,
fruiting vegetables, leafy vegetables,
milk, mint, pears, pecans, pome fruit,
sugarcane, turnips, walnuts and
livestock commodities of cattle, goats,
hogs, horses, and sheep. Additionally,
time-limited tolerances associated with
emergency exemptions have been
established for poultry, eggs, peanuts,
rice, and sweet potatoes. Risk
assessments were conducted by EPA to
assess dietary exposures and risks from
tebufenozide as follows:

i. Acute exposure and risk. Acute
dietary risk assessments are performed

for a food-use pesticide if a toxicological
study has indicated the possibility of an
effect of concern occurring as a result of
a 1 day or single exposure. Toxicity
observed in oral toxicity studies were
not attributable to a single dose or 1 day
exposure. Therefore, no toxicological
endpoint was identified for acute
toxicity and no acute dietary risk
assessment is needed.

ii. Chronic exposure and risk. The
Agency conducted a chronic dietary
exposure analysis and risk assessment.
The chronic analysis for tebufenozide
used a cPAD of 0.018 mg/kg/day. The
analysis evaluated individual food
consumption as reported by
respondents in the USDA 1989-92
Continuing Surveys of Food Intake by
Individuals and accumulates exposure
to the chemical for each commodity.
Tolerance level residues and some
percent crop treated (PCT) assumptions
were made for the proposed
commodities to estimate the Anticipated
Residue Concentration (ARC) for the
general population and subgroups of
interest. The percent of the cPAD that
would exceed the Agency level of
concern would be 100%. The existing
tebufenozide tolerances (published,
pending, and including the necessary
section 18 tolerance(s)) result in a ARC
that is equivalent to percentages of the
cPAD below 100% for all subgroups
U.S. population, 14% and non-nursing
infants (<1 year old), the most highly
exposed subgroup, 44%.

Section 408(b)(2)(F) states that the
Agency may use data on the actual PCT
for assessing chronic dietary risk only if
the Agency can make the following
findings: That the data used are reliable
and provide a valid basis to show what
percentage of the food derived from
such crop is likely to contain such
pesticide residue; that the exposure
estimate does not underestimate
exposure for any significant
subpopulation group; and if data are
available on pesticide use and food
consumption in a particular area, the
exposure estimate does not understate
exposure for the population in such
area. In addition, the Agency must
provide for periodic evaluation of any
estimates used. To provide for the
periodic evaluation of the estimate of
PCT as required by section 408(b)(2)(F),
EPA may require registrants to submit
data on PCT.

Estimates of PCT were used for the
following crops. In all cases the
maximum estimate was used:
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Crops Average Maximum  estimates of pesticide concentrations in ~ cumulative risk approach based on a

a farm pond and Screening common mechanism of toxicity,
Almonds ............ <1% <1% Concentrations in Ground Water (SCI- tebufenozide does not appear to
Apples ............ 1% 2% GROW), which predicts pesticide produce a toxic metabolite produced by
gzzgsalpeeaér'ezay (2)22 égﬁ concentrations in ground water. None of other substances. For the purposes of
Cole Cgrobs ........ 1% 5y, these models include consideration of this tolerance action, therefore, EPA has
Cotton 1% 49, the impact processing of raw water for not assumed that tebufenozide has a
Pears <5% distribution as drinking water would common mechanism of toxicity with
Spinach, Fresh 2% 3% likely have on the removal of pesticides  other substances. For more information
Spinach, Proc- from the source water. The primary use  regarding EPA’s efforts to determine
essed ..o 20% 29%  of these models by the Agency at this which chemicals have a common
\?\;‘32&2”9 -------- 18?2 1222 stage is to provide a coarse screen for mechanism of toxicity and to evaluate
------------- sorting out pesticides for which it is the cumulative effects of such

The Agency believes that the three
conditions, discussed in section
408(b)(2)(F) in this unit concerning the
Agency’s responsibilities in assessing
chronic dietary risk findings, have been
met. The PCT estimates are derived
from Federal and private market survey
data, which are reliable and have a valid
basis. Typically, a range of estimates are
supplied and the upper end of this
range is assumed for the exposure
assessment. By using this upper end
estimate of the PCT, the Agency is
reasonably certain that the percentage of
the food treated is not likely to be
underestimated. The regional
consumption information and
consumption information for significant
subpopulations is taken into account
through EPA’s computer-based model
for evaluating the exposure of
significant subpopulations including
several regional groups. Use of this
consumption information in EPA’s risk
assessment process ensures that EPA’s
exposure estimate does not understate
exposure for any significant
subpopulation group and allows the
Agency to be reasonably certain that no
regional population is exposed to
residue levels higher than those
estimated by the Agency. Other than the
data available through national food
consumption surveys, EPA does not
have available information on the
regional consumption of food to which
tebufenozide may be applied in a
particular area.

2. From drinking water. The Agency
lacks sufficient water-related exposure
data to complete a comprehensive
drinking water exposure analysis and
risk assessment for tebufenozide.
Because the Agency does not have
comprehensive and reliable monitoring
data, drinking water concentration
estimates must be made by reliance on
some sort of simulation or modeling. To
date, there are no validated modeling
approaches for reliably predicting
pesticide levels in drinking water. The
Agency is currently relying on Generic
Expected Environmental Concentration
(GENEEC) and EPA’s Pesticide Root
Zone Model (PRZM/EXAMS) for surface
water, which are used to produce

highly unlikely that drinking water
concentrations would ever exceed
human health levels of concern. For the
proposed uses, based on the GENEEC
and SCI-GROW models, the chronic
drinking water concentration value are
estimated to be 29 ppb for surface water

and 1 pbb for ground water.
In the absence of monitoring data for

pesticides, drinking water levels of
comparison (DWLOCs) are calculated
and used as a point of comparison
against the model estimates of a
pesticide’s concentration in water.
DWLOC:s are theoretical upper limits on
a pesticide’s concentration in drinking
water in light of total aggregate exposure
to a pesticide in food, drinking water,
and residential uses. A DWLOC will
vary depending on the toxic endpoint,
with drinking water consumption, and
body weights. Different populations will
have different DWLOCs. DWLOCs are
used in the risk assessment process as

a surrogate measure of potential
exposure associated with pesticide
exposure through drinking water.
DWLOC values are not regulatory
standards for drinking water. Since
DWLOCs address total aggregate
exposure to tebufenozide they are
further discussed in the aggregate risk
sections below.

3. From non-dietary exposure.
Tebufenozide is not registered on any
use sites which would result in non-
dietary, non-occupational exposure.
Therefore, EPA expects only dietary and
occupational exposure from the use of

tebufenozide.
4. Cumulative exposure to substances

with a common mechanism of toxicity.
Section 408(b)(2)(D)(v) requires that,
when considering whether to establish,
modify, or revoke a tolerance, the
Agency consider “available
information” concerning the cumulative
effects of a particular pesticide’s
residues and ‘““other substances that

have a common mechanism of toxicity.”
EPA does not have, at this time,

available data to determine whether
tebufenozide has a common mechanism
of toxicity with other substances or how
to include this pesticide in a cumulative
risk assessment. Unlike other pesticides
for which EPA has followed a

chemicals, see the final rule for
Bifenthrin Pesticide Tolerances (62 FR
62961, November 26, 1997).

D. Aggregate Risks and Determination of
Safety for U.S. Population

1. Acute risk. As discussed above, no
toxicological endpoint was identified
for acute toxicity. Therefore, no acute
aggregate risk assessment is needed.

2. Chronic risk. Using the ARC
exposure assumptions described above,
EPA has concluded that aggregate
exposure to tebufenozide from food will
utilize 14% of the cPAD for the U.S.
population. The major identifiable
subgroup with the highest aggregate
exposure, non-nursing infants (<1 year
old) will utilize 44% of the cPAD. EPA
generally has no concern for exposures
below 100% of the cPAD because the
cPAD represents the level at or below
which daily aggregate dietary exposure
over a lifetime will not pose appreciable
risks to human health. Despite the
potential for exposure to tebufenozide
in drinking water, after calculating
DWLOGs and comparing them to
conservative model estimates of
concentrations of tebufenozide in
surface and ground water (29 ppb and
1 ppb, respectively), EPA does not
expect the aggregate exposure to exceed
100% of the cPAD.

3. Short- and intermediate-term risk.
Short- and intermediate-term aggregate
exposure takes into account chronic
dietary food and water (considered to be
a background exposure level) plus
indoor and outdoor residential
exposure. Tebufenozide is not registered
on any use sites which would result in
non-dietary, non-occupational exposure.
Therefore no short- and intermediate-
term aggregate risk assessments are
needed.

4. Aggregate cancer risk for U.S.
population. Tebufenozide is classified
as Group E (no evidence of
carcinogenicity in humans).

5. Determination of safety. Based on
these risk assessments, EPA concludes
that there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result from aggregate
exposure to tebufenozide residues.
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E. Aggregate Risks and Determination of
Safety for Infants and Children

1. Safety factor for infants and
children— i. In general. In assessing the
potential for additional sensitivity of
infants and children to residues of
tebufenozide, EPA considered data from
developmental toxicity studies in the rat
and rabbit and a 2-generation
reproduction study in the rat. The
developmental toxicity studies are
designed to evaluate adverse effects on
the developing organism resulting from
maternal pesticide exposure during
gestation. Reproduction studies provide
information relating to effects from
exposure to the pesticide on the
reproductive capability of mating
animals and data on systemic toxicity.

FFDCA section 408 provides that EPA
shall apply an additional tenfold margin
of safety for infants and children in the
case of threshold effects to account for
prenatal and postnatal toxicity and the
completeness of the data base unless
EPA determines that a different margin
of safety will be safe for infants and
children. Margins of safety are
incorporated into EPA risk assessments
either directly through use of a margin
of exposure (MOE) analysis or through
using uncertainty (safety) factors in
calculating a dose level that poses no
appreciable risk to humans. EPA
believes that reliable data support using
the standard MOE and uncertainty
factor (usually 100 for combined
interspecies and intraspecies variability)
and not the additional tenfold MOE/
uncertainty factor when EPA has a
complete data base under existing
guidelines and when the severity of the
effect in infants or children or the
potency or unusual toxic properties of a
compound do not raise concerns
regarding the adequacy of the standard
MOE/safety factor.

ii. Developmental toxicity studies. In
prenatal developmental toxicity studies
in rats and rabbits, there was no
evidence of maternal or developmental
toxicity; the maternal and
developmental NOELs were 1,000 mg/
kg/day (highest dose tested).

iii. Reproductive toxicity study. In 2-
generation reproduction studies in rats,
toxicity to the fetuses/offspring, when
observed, occurred at equivalent or
higher doses than in the maternal/
parental animals.

iv. Prenatal and postnatal sensitivity.
The data provided no indication of
increased sensitivity of rats or rabbits to
in utero and/or postnatal exposure to
tebufenozide. No maternal or
developmental findings were observed
in the prenatal developmental toxicity
studies at doses up to 1,000 mg/kg/day

in rats and rabbits. In the 2-generation
reproduction studies in rats, effects
occurred at the same or lower treatment
levels in the adults as in the offspring.

v. Conclusion. There is a complete
toxicity data base for tebufenozide and
exposure data are complete or are
estimated based on data that reasonably
accounts for potential exposures. Data
provided no indication of increased
sensitivity of rats or rabbits to in utero
and/or postnatal exposure to
tebufenozide. Based on this, EPA
concludes that reliable data support the
use of the standard 100-fold uncertainty
factor, and that an additional
uncertainty factor is not needed to
protect the safety of infants and
children.

2. Acute risk. No toxicological
endpoint was identified for acute
toxicity. Therefore, no acute aggregate
risk assessment is needed.

3. Chronic risk. Using the exposure
assumptions described above, EPA has
concluded that aggregate exposure to
tebufenozide from food will utilize 44%
of the cPAD for infants and 29% of the
cPAD for children. EPA generally has no
concern for exposures below 100% of
the cPAD because the cPAD represents
the level at or below which daily
aggregate dietary exposure over a
lifetime will not pose appreciable risks
to human health. Despite the potential
for exposure to tebufenozide in drinking
water, after calculating DWLOCs and
comparing them to conservative model
estimates of concentrations of
tebufenozide in surface and ground
water (29 ppb and 1 ppb, respectively),
EPA does not expect the aggregate
exposure to exceed 100% of the cPAD.

4. Short- or intermediate-term risk.
Tebufenozide is not registered on any
use sites which would result in non-
dietary, non-occupational exposure.
Therefore no short- and intermediate-
term aggregate risk assessments are
needed.

5. Determination of safety. Based on
these risk assessments, EPA concludes
that there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result to infants and
children from aggregate exposure to
tebufenozide residues.

V. Other Considerations
A. Metabolism in Plants and Animals

The residue of concern in plants is
adequately understood and is
tebufenozide per se. The qualitative
nature of the residues in animals is also
adequately understood based on
acceptable poultry and ruminant
metabolism studies. For animals, EPA
has concluded that the residues of
regulatory concern are tebufenozide and

its metabolites benzoic acid, 3,5-
dimethyl-1-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-2-((4-
carboxymethyl)benzoyl)hydrazide),
benzoic acid, 3-hydroxymethyl,5-
methyl-1-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-2-(4-
ethylbenzoyl)hydrazide, the stearic acid
conjugate of benzoic acid, 3-
hydroxymethyl, 5-methyl-1-(1,1-
dimethylethyl)-2-(4-
ethylbenzoyl)hydrazide and benzoic
acid, 3-hydroxymethyl-5-methyl-1-(1,1-
dimethylethyl)-2-(4-(1-
hydroxyethyl)benzoyl)hydrazide.

B. Analytical Enforcement Methodology

Adequate enforcement methodology
(for example, gas chromotography) is
available to enforce the tolerance
expression. The method may be
requested from: Calvin Furlow, PIRIB,
IRSD (7502C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington,
DC 20460; telephone number: (703)
305-5229; e-mail address:
furlow.calvin@epa.gov.

C. Magnitude of Residues

Residues of tebufenozide per se are
not expected to exceed 2.0 ppm on
soybeans as a result of this section 18
use.

D. International Residue Limits

There are currently no Canadian, or
Mexican listings for tebufenozide
residues. Codex maximum residue
levels (MRLs) have been set for
tebufenozide at 0.1 ppm for rice
(husked), 0.05 ppm for walnuts, and 1
ppm for pome fruits.

VI. Conclusion

Therefore, the tolerance is established
for residues of tebufenozide in soybeans
at 2.0 ppm.

VII. Objections and Hearing Requests

Under section 408(g) of the FFDCA, as
amended by the FQPA, any person may
file an objection to any aspect of this
regulation and may also request a
hearing on those objections. The EPA
procedural regulations which govern the
submission of objections and requests
for hearings appear in 40 CFR part 178.
Although the procedures in those
regulations require some modification to
reflect the amendments made to the
FFDCA by the FQPA of 1996, EPA will
continue to use those procedures, with
appropriate adjustments, until the
necessary modifications can be made.
The new section 408(g) provides
essentially the same process for persons
to “object” to a regulation for an
exemption from the requirement of a
tolerance issued by EPA under new
section 408(d), as was provided in the
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old FFDCA sections 408 and 409.
However, the period for filing objections
is now 60 days, rather than 30 days.

A. What Do I Need to Do to File an
Objection or Request a Hearing?

You must file your objection or
request a hearing on this regulation in
accordance with the instructions
provided in this unit and in 40 CFR part
178. To ensure proper receipt by EPA,
you must identify docket control
number OPP-300947 in the subject line
on the first page of your submission. All
requests must be in writing, and must be
mailed or delivered to the Hearing Clerk
on or before February 7, 2000.

1. Filing the request. Your objection
must specify the specific provisions in
the regulation that you object to, and the
grounds for the objections (40 CFR
178.25). If a hearing is requested, the
objections must include a statement of
the factual issues(s) on which a hearing
is requested, the requestor’s contentions
on such issues, and a summary of any
evidence relied upon by the objector (40
CFR 178.27). Information submitted in
connection with an objection or hearing
request may be claimed confidential by
marking any part or all of that
information as CBI. Information so
marked will not be disclosed except in
accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR part 2. A copy of the
information that does not contain CBI
must be submitted for inclusion in the
public record. Information not marked
confidential may be disclosed publicly
by EPA without prior notice.

Mail your written request to: Office of
the Hearing Clerk (1900), Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460. You may also
deliver your request to the Office of the
Hearing Clerk in Rm. M3708, Waterside
Mall, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC
20460. The Office of the Hearing Clerk
is open from 8 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The telephone number for the
Office of the Hearing Clerk is (202) 260-
4865.

2. Tolerance fee payment. If you file
an objection or request a hearing, you
must also pay the fee prescribed by 40
CFR 180.33(i) or request a waiver of that
fee pursuant to 40 CFR 180.33(m). You
must mail the fee to: EPA Headquarters
Accounting Operations Branch, Office
of Pesticide Programs, P.O. Box
360277M, Pittsburgh, PA 15251. Please
identify the fee submission by labeling
it “Tolerance Petition Fees.”

EPA is authorized to waive any fee
requirement ‘“when in the judgement of
the Administrator such a waiver or
refund is equitable and not contrary to
the purpose of this subsection.” For

additional information regarding the
waiver of these fees, you may contact
James Tompkins by phone at (703) 305—
5697, by e-mail at
tompkins.jim@epa.gov, or by mailing a
request for information to Mr. Tompkins
at Registration Division (7505C), Office
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460.

If you would like to request a waiver
of the tolerance objection fees, you must
mail your request for such a waiver to:
James Hollins, Information Resources
and Services Division (7502C), Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460.

3. Copies for the Docket. In addition
to filing an objection or hearing request
with the Hearing Clerk as described in
Unit VILA., you should also send a copy
of your request to the PIRIB for its
inclusion in the official record that is
described in Unit I.B.2. Mail your
copies, identified by the docket control
number OPP-300947, to: Public
Information and Records Integrity
Branch, Information Resources and
Services Division (7502C), Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460. In person or by
courier, bring a copy to the location of
the PIRIB described in Unit .B.2. You
may also send an electronic copy of
your request via e-mail to: opp-
docket@epa.gov. Please use an ASCII
file format and avoid the use of special
characters and any form of encryption.
Copies of electronic objections and
hearing requests will also be accepted
on disks in WordPerfect 6.1/8.0 file
format or ASCII file format. Do not
include any CBI in your electronic copy.
You may also submit an electronic copy
of your request at many Federal
Depository Libraries.

B. When Will the Agency Grant a
Request for a Hearing?

A request for a hearing will be granted
if the Administrator determines that the
material submitted shows the following:
There is a genuine and substantial issue
of fact; there is a reasonable possibility
that available evidence identified by the
requestor would, if established resolve
one or more of such issues in favor of
the requestor, taking into account
uncontested claims or facts to the
contrary; and resolution of the factual
issues(s) in the manner sought by the
requestor would be adequate to justify
the action requested (40 CFR 178.32).

VIIIL Regulatory Assessment
Requirements

This final rule establishes a time-
limited tolerance under FFDCA section
408. The Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) has exempted these types
of actions from review under Executive
Order 12866, entitled Regulatory
Planning and Review (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993). This final rule does
not contain any information collections
subject to OMB approval under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA), 44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq., or impose any
enforceable duty or contain any
unfunded mandate as described under
Title II of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA) (Public
Law 104—4). Nor does it require any
prior consultation as specified by
Executive Order 13084, entitled
Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments (63 FR
27655, May 19, 1998); special
considerations as required by Executive
Order 12898, entitled Federal Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations (59 FR 7629, February 16,
1994); or require OMB review or any
Agency action under Executive Order
13045, entitled Protection of Children
from Environmental Health Risks and
Safety Risks (62 FR 19885, April 23,
1997). This action does not involve any
technical standards that would require
Agency consideration of voluntary
consensus standards pursuant to section
12(d) of the National Technology
Transfer and Advancement Act of 1995
(NTTAA), Public Law 104-113, section
12(d) (15 U.S.C. 272 note). Since
tolerances and exemptions that are
established on the basis of a FIFRA
section 18 petition under FFDCA
section 408, such as the tolerance in this
final rule, do not require the issuance of
a proposed rule, the requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) do not apply. In
addition, the Agency has determined
that this action will not have a
substantial direct effect on States, on the
relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132, entitled
Federalism (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999). Executive Order 13132 requires
EPA to develop an accountable process
to ensure ‘“meaningful and timely input
by State and local officials in the
development of regulatory policies that
have federalism implications.” “Policies
that have federalism implications” is
defined in the Executive Order to
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include regulations that have
“substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.” This final rule
directly regulates growers, food
processors, food handlers and food
retailers, not States. This action does not
alter the relationships or distribution of
power and responsibilities established
by Congress in the preemption
provisions of FFDCA section 408(n)(4).

IX. Submission to Congress and the
General Accounting Office

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this rule and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of this final
rule in the Federal Register. This final
rule is not a “‘major rule” as defined by
5 U.S.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Agricultural commodities, Pesticides
and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: November 17, 1999.

Peter Caulkins,
Acting Director, Registration Division, Office
of Pesticide Programs.

Therefore, 40 CFR chapter I is
amended as follows:

PART 180-[AMENDED)]

1. The authority citation for part 180
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321(q), (346a) and
371.

2.In §180.482, by adding
alphabetically to the table in paragraph
(b), the following commodity to read as
follows:

§180.482 Tebufenozide; tolerances for
residues.
* * * * *

(b) * * *
Expiration/
Commodity Pﬁ]ritlf‘i opner revocation
date
* * * * *
Soybeans .............. 2.0 12/31/01
* * * * *
* * * * *

[FR Doc. 99-31547 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—F

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 51

[CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 96-98; FCC 99—
86]

Implementation of the Local
Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996;
Deaveraged Rate Zones for Unbundled
Network Elements

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule; announcement of
effective date.

SUMMARY: This document announces the
lifting of the stay of the Commission’s
rule requiring each state to establish at
least three geographic rate zones for
unbundled network elements and
interconnection.

DATES: Section 51.507(f), published at
61 FR 45476 (Aug. 29, 1996), is effective
on May 1, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Neil
Fried, Attorney, Common Carrier
Bureau, Competitive Pricing Division,
(202) 418-1520.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission stayed the effectiveness of
section 51.507(f) of its rules on May 7,
1999. See Deaveraged Rate Zones for
Unbundled Network Elements, CC
Docket No. 96-98, Stay Order, 14 FCC
Rcd. 8300 (1999); 64 FR 32206 (June 16,
1999). The Commission stated that the
stay would remain in effect until six
months after the Commission released
its order in CC Docket No. 96—45
finalizing and ordering implementation
of high-cost universal service support
for non-rural LECs. The Commission
adopted on Nov. 2, 1999, its order in CC
Docket No. 96—45 finalizing and
ordering implementation of intrastate
high-cost universal service support for
non-rural LECs. See Federal-State Joint
Board on Universal Service, CC Docket
No. 9645, Ninth Report and Order and
Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration,
FCC 99-306 (rel. Nov. 2, 1999).
Consequently, as stated in the Nov. 2
order, the stay of section 51.507(f) shall
be lifted on May 1, 2000. By that date,
states are required to establish different
rates for interconnection and UNEs in at
least three geographic areas pursuant to
section 51.507(f) of the Commission’s
rules.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 51

Communications common carriers,
Deaveraged rate zones, Interconnection,
Local competition, Pricing of elements,
Telecommunications, Unbundled
network elements.

Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31496 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P
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issuance of rules and regulations. The
purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service

8 CFR Part 100

[INS No. 1949-98]

RIN 1115-AF18

Jurisdictional Change for the Los

Angeles and San Francisco Asylum
Offices

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.
ACTION: Proposed rule

SUMMARY: This rule proposes to amend
the Immigration and Naturalization
Service (Service) regulations to transfer
asylum office jurisdiction over the State
of Hawaii and the Territory of Guam
from the San Francisco Asylum Office
to the Los Angeles Asylum Office. The
Los Angeles Asylum office would have
jurisdiction over the states of Arizona,
southern portion of California, Hawaii,
the southern portion of Nevada
currently within the jurisdiction of the
Las Vegas Suboffice, and the Territory of
Guam. The intended effect of this
regulation is to reallocate Service
resources and improve processing
efficiency for the Los Angeles and San
Francisco Asylum Offices given the
greater number of asylum officers
stationed in Los Angeles.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before February 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Please submit written
comments in triplicate to the Director,
Policy Directives and Instructions
Branch, Immigration and Naturalization
Service, 425 I Street NW, Room 5307,
Washington, DC 20536. To ensure
proper handling, please reference INS
No. 1949-98 on your correspondence.
Comments are available for public
inspection at the above address by
calling (202) 514—3048 to arrange for an
appointment.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christine Davidson, Supervisory
Asylum Officer, or Marta Rothwarf,
Asylum Officer, Office of International

Affairs, Asylum Division, Immigration
and Naturalization Service, 425 I Street
NW, Washington, DC 20536, Attn:
ULLICO Bldg., Third Floor; Telephone
(202) 305—2663.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Why Is Jurisdiction Being Transferred
to the Los Angeles Asylum Office?

The regulation at 8 CFR 100.4(f)(7)
gives the San Francisco Asylum Office
jurisdiction over asylum applications
filed by individuals residing in the State
of Hawaii and the Territory of Guam.
Transferring jurisdiction over the State
of Hawaii and the Territory of Guam to
the Los Angeles Asylum Office under 8
CFR 100.4(f)(8) will enable the Service
to better allocate its resources and
improve processing efficiency based on
the availability of asylum officers in the
Los Angeles Asylum Office.

How Will This Change Affect
Submission of Claims for Those
Applicants Living in Hawaii and the
Territory of Guam?

Currently, individuals residing in the
State of Hawaii and the Territory of
Guam must submit the Form I-589,
Application for Asylum and
Withholding of Removal, to the
Nebraska Service Center. After the
jurisdiction change becomes effective,
individuals residing in the State of
Hawaii and the Territory of Guam must
submit the Form I-589 to the California
Service Center. The Service will notify
the public of this change in submission
requirements through a separate notice
published in the Federal Register and
through an attachment to the Form I-
589 sent out by the INS Forms Centers.
The Service will continue to conduct
asylum interviews in the State of Hawaii
and the Territory of Guam; however,
asylum officers from the Los Angeles
Asylum Office will conduct the
interviews rather than officers from the
San Francisco Asylum Office.

What Will Happen to Applications
Filed With the Nebraska Service Center
Before the Change in Jurisdiction
Becomes Effective?

Before the jurisdiction change
becomes effective asylum applications
are submitted to the Nebraska Service
Center. Accepted applications are
receipted, entered into the Service
computer systems, and a file is created.
These files are sent to the San Francisco
Asylum Office where the case is

scheduled for an interview and asylum
officers are sent out to Guam and
Hawaii to conduct asylum interviews.
Applicants are notified of the decision
by mail.

What Will Happen to Those
Applications Filed With the Nebraska
Service Center After the Change in
Jurisdiction Becomes Effective?

After the jurisdiction change becomes
effective, the Nebraska Service Center
will continue to accept asylum
applications filed by applicants residing
in the State of Hawaii and the Territory
of Guam for 30 days after the effective
date of this rule. Pending cases will be
transferred to the Los Angeles Asylum
Office for interview scheduling and
interviews. Applications received 31
days after the effective date of this rule
will be rejected due to the tight statutory
and regulatory time constraints
governing the adjudication of asylum
applications. Rejected applications will
contain a notice explaining that asylum
applications must be resubmitted to the
California Service Center. Rejected
applications are not considered filed for
work authorization purposes or for
interview scheduling until they are
properly resubmitted to the California
Service Center.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Commissioner of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, in
accordance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 605(b)), has
reviewed this regulation and, by
approving it, certifies that this rule will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. The factual basis for this
determination is that this rule is
administrative in nature and merely
transfers jurisdiction for processing
asylum applications. This rule applies
to individuals submitting applications
and does not affect small entities as that
term is defined in 5 U.S.C. 601(6).

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995

This rule will not result in the
expenditure by State, local, and tribal
governments in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100 million or more
in any 1 year, and it will not
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. Therefore, no actions were
deemed necessary under the provisions
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of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995.

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996

This rule is not a major rule as
defined by section 804 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement Act of
1996. This rule will not result in an
annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more; a major increase in
costs or prices; or significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
on the ability of United States-based
companies to compete with foreign-
based companies in domestic and
export markets.

Executive Order 12866

This rule is not considered by the
Department of Justice, Immigration and
Naturalization Service, to be a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866, section 3(f),
Regulatory Planning and Review, and
the Office of Management and Budget
has waived its review process under
section 6(a)(3)(A).

Executive Order 12612

This rule will not have substantial
direct effects on the States, on the
relationship between the National
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this rule does not
have sufficient Federalism implications
to warrant preparation of a Federalism
Assessment.

Executive Order 12988 Civil Justice
Reform

This rule meets the applicable
standards set forth in sections 3(a) and
3(b)(2) of Executive Order 12988.

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 100
Organization of functions
(Government agencies).

Accordingly, part 100 of chapter I of
Title 8 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is proposed to be amended
as follows:

PART 100—STATEMENT OF
ORGANIZATION

1. The authority citation for part 100
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 8 U.S.C. 1103; 8 CFR part 2.

2.In §100.4, paragraphs (f)(7) and
(f)(8) are revised to read as follows:

§100.4 Field Offices.

* * * * *

(f]***

(7) Los Angeles, California. The
Asylum Office in Los Angeles has
jurisdiction over the States of Arizona,
the southern portion of California as
listed in §100.4(b)(16) and
§100.4(b)(39), Hawalii, the southern
portion of Nevada currently within the
jurisdiction of the Las Vegas Suboffice,
and the Territory of Guam.

(8) San Francisco, California. The
Asylum Office in San Francisco has
jurisdiction over the northern part of
California as listed in § 100.4(b)(13), the
portion of Nevada currently under the
jurisdiction of the Reno Suboffice, and
the States of Alaska, Oregon, and
Washington.

Dated: November 24, 1999.
Doris Meissner,

Commissioner, Inmigration and
Naturalization Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31693 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—-SW-64—-AD]

Airworthiness Directives; Bell
Helicopter Textron Canada Model 407
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to Bell
Helicopter Textron Canada (BHTC)
Model 407 helicopters. This proposal
would require replacing a certain
hydraulic relief valve (valve) with a
different valve. This proposal is
prompted by the discovery of a
manufacturing defect in a valve. The
actions specified by the proposed AD
are intended to prevent intermittent loss
of hydraulic pressure to the flight
controls and subsequent loss of control
of the helicopter.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before February 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98-SW-64—
AD, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663,
Fort Worth, Texas. Comments may be
inspected at this location between 9:00

a.m. and 3:00 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Bell Helicopter Textron Canada, 12,800
Rue de I’Avenir, Mirabel, Quebec
JON1LO, telephone (800) 463—3036, fax
(514) 433-0272. This information may
be examined at the FAA, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
Room 663, Fort Worth, Texas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert McCallister, Aerospace Engineer,
FAA, Rotorcraft Directorate, Rotorcraft
Standards Staff, Fort Worth, Texas
76193-0170, telephone (817) 222-5121,
fax (817) 222-5961.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the address specified above. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments, specified
above, will be considered before taking
action on the proposed rule. The
proposals contained in this notice may
be changed in light of the comments
received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. 98—SW-64—AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 98-SW-64—AD, 2601
Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort Worth,
Texas 76137.

Discussion

Transport Canada, which is the
airworthiness authority for Canada, has
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notified the FAA that an unsafe
condition may exist on BHTC Model
407 helicopters. Transport Canada
advises that a manufacturing defect was
found in a valve, part number (P/N)
206—076—036—101. The defect could
lead to an intermittent loss of hydraulic
pressure to the flight controls. The AD
requires replacing the valve with an
airworthy valve, P/N 206—-076—036—105.

BHTC has issued Bell Helicopter
Textron Alert Service Bulletin No. 407—
98-20, dated July 3, 1998, which
specifies replacing all valves, part
number (P/N) 206-076—036—-101, with a
better valve, P/N 206—076-036—105.
Transport Canada classified this alert
service bulletin as mandatory and
issued AD CF-98-28, dated August 31,
1998, in order to assure the continued
airworthiness of these helicopters in
Canada.

This helicopter model is
manufactured in Canada and is type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of § 21.29 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 21.29) and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
Transport Canada has kept the FAA
informed of the situation described
above. The FAA has examined the
findings of Transport Canada, reviewed
all available information, and
determined that AD action is necessary
for products of this type design that are
certificated for operation in the United
States.

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other BHTC Model 407
helicopters of the same type design
registered in the United States, the
proposed AD would require removing
valves, P/N 206-076—-036-101, and
replacing them with valves, P/N 206—
076—036—105. The actions would be
required to be accomplished in
accordance with the alert service
bulletin described previously.

The FAA estimates that 146
helicopters of U.S. registry would be
affected by this proposed AD, that it
would take approximately 1 work hour
per helicopter to accomplish the
proposed actions, and that the average
labor rate is $60 per work hour.
Required parts would cost
approximately $1,380. Based on these
figures, the total cost impact of the
proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $210,240.

The regulations proposed herein
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national Government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the

various levels of government. Therefore,
it is determined that this proposal
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding a new airworthiness directive to
read as follows:

Bell Helicopter Textron Canada: Docket No.
98-SW-64—AD.
Applicability: Model 407 helicopters, serial
numbers 53000 through 53266, inclusive,
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each helicopter
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
helicopters that have been modified, altered,
or repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must use the authority
provided in paragraph (b) to request approval
from the FAA. This approval may address
either no action, if the current configuration
eliminates the unsafe condition, or different
actions necessary to address the unsafe
condition described in this AD. Such a
request should include an assessment of the
effect of the changed configuration on the
unsafe condition addressed by this AD. In no
case does the presence of any modification,
alteration, or repair remove any helicopter
from the applicability of this AD.

Compliance: Required within 300 hours
time-in-service, unless accomplished
previously.

To prevent intermittent loss of hydraulic
pressure to the flight controls and subsequent
loss of control of the helicopter, accomplish
the following:

(a) Remove the hydraulic relief valve
(valve), part number (P/N) 206—-076—-036—101,
and replace it with an airworthy valve, P/N
206—076—-036—105, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions in Bell
Helicopter Textron Alert Service Bulletin No.
407-98-20, dated July 3, 1998.

(b) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used when approved by the Manager,
Regulations Group, Rotorcraft Directorate,
FAA. Operators shall submit their requests
through an FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may concur or comment and
then send it to the Manager, Regulations
Group.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Regulations Group.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the helicopter to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Transport Canada (Canada) AD CF—98-28,
dated August 31, 1998.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on December
2,1999.

Henry A. Armstrong,

Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31818 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 99-NE—44—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Pratt &

Whitney Canada PT6A Series
Turboshaft Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to Pratt
& Whitney Canada PT6A series
turboprop engines that have certain
turbine exhaust ducts that were
modified by Standard Aero Limited
(SAL) of Winnipeg, Canada before
September 1, 1997. This proposal would
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require initial and repetitive inspections
for cracks and, if necessary, replacing
the duct if the cracks exceed allowable
limits. This proposal is prompted by
reports of cracks along the weld seams
of certain turbine exhaust ducts. The
actions specified by the proposed AD
are intended to prevent failure of the
turbine exhaust duct due to cracking
that could result in possible separation
of the reduction gearbox and propeller
from the engine, and possible loss of
control of the airplane.

DATES: Comments must be received by
February 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), New England
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 99-NE—44—
AD, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA 01803-5299. Comments
may also be submitted to the Rules
Docket by using the following Internet
address: ‘“9-ane-adcomment@faa.gov’’.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
James Lawrence, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine
and Propeller Directorate, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299; telephone (781) 238-7176,
fax (781) 238-7199.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the address specified above. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments, specified
above, will be considered before taking
action on the proposed rule. The
proposals contained in this notice may
be changed in light of the comments
received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments

submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 99-NE—44—AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 99-NE—44-AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299.

Discussion

Transport Canada (TC), which is the
airworthiness authority for Canada,
recently notified the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) that an unsafe
condition may exist on Pratt & Whitney
Canada (P&WC) PT6A series turboprop
engines. TC advises the FAA that
certain exhaust ducts part number (P/N)
3012290, P/N 3031988, P/N 3032117, P/
N 3035784, P/N 3035786, P/N 3105890—
01, P/N 3112167-01, P/N 3112171-01,
and P/N 3111780-01 were modified
before September 1, 1997, by Standard
Aero Limited (SAL) of Winnipeg,
Canada, using the alternate gas tungsten
arc welding (GTAW) process instead of
the resistance (seam or stitch) weld
process that were specified in P&WC
service bulletin (SB) 1430. Some of
those ducts have experienced cracking
that may be attributed to the GTAW
process. TC issued AD CF-98—41 on
November 26, 1998, in order to assure
the airworthiness of these P&«WC PT6A
series turboprop engines in Canada.

Bilateral Airworthiness Agreement

These engine models are
manufactured in Canada and are type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of § 21.29 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 21.29) and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
TC has kept the FAA informed of the
situation described above. The FAA has
examined the findings of TC, has
reviewed all available information, and
has determined that AD action is
necessary for products of this type
design that are certificated for operation
in the United States.

Requirements of this AD

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other PT6A series turboprop
engines of the same type design
registered in the United States, the
proposed AD would require initial and

repetitive visual inspections of certain
turbine exhaust ducts P/N 3012290, P/
N 3031988, P/N 3032117, P/N 3035784,
P/N 3035786, P/N 3105890-01, P/N
3112167-01, P/N 3112171-01, and P/N
3111780-01, that were modified using a
GTAW procedure by SAL before
September 1, 1997.

Cost Impact

There are approximately 22,000
engines of the affected design in the
worldwide fleet. The FAA estimates that
7,000 engines installed on airplanes of
U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 2 work hours per engine
to determine if an affected duct is
installed, and that it would take
approximately 20 hours to replace an
affected duct. There are approximately
116 engines worldwide that may have
an affected duct installed, however, it is
not known how many of those engines
are installed on airplanes of U.S.
registry. The average labor rate is $60
per work hour. Required parts would
cost approximately $32,000 per engine.
Based on these figures, the total cost
impact of the proposed AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $840,000 to
determine if an affected duct is installed
on an engine, and $3,851,200 to replace
the ducts if all ducts are installed in
engines that are installed on airplanes of
U.S. registry The estimated total
economic impact may be $4,691,200.

Regulatory Impact

This proposed rule does not have
federalism implications, as defined in
Executive Order 13132, because it
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.
Accordingly, the FAA has not consulted
with state authorities prior to
publication of this proposed rule.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.
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List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Pratt & Whitney Canada: Docket No. 99—-NE—
44-AD.

Applicability: Pratt & Whitney Canada
(P&WC) PT6A series turboprop engines with
certain exhaust ducts part number (P/N)
3012290, P/N 3031988, P/N 3032117, P/N
3035784, P/N 3035786, P/N 3105890-01, P/
N 3112167-01, P/N 3112171-01, and P/N
3111780-01, that were modified before
September 1, 1997, by Standard Aero Limited
(SAL) of Winnipeg, Canada. These engines
are installed on, but not limited to,
Beechcraft King Air-90 and —100 series,
Bombadier DHC-6 series, Empresa Brasielira
de Aeronautica, S.A. (Embraer) EMB-110
series, Pilatus PC—6 series, and Piper PA—42
series airplanes.

Note 1: This airworthiness directive (AD)
applies to each engine identified in the
preceding applicability provision, regardless
of whether it has been modified, altered, or
repaired in the area subject to the
requirements of this AD. For engines that
have been modified, altered, or repaired so
that the performance of the requirements of
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must
request approval for an alternative method of
compliance in accordance with paragraph (g)
of this AD. The request should include an
assessment of the effect of the modification,
alteration, or repair on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD; and, if the unsafe
condition has not been eliminated, the
request should include specific proposed
actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent failure of the turbine exhaust
duct due to cracking that could result in
possible separation of the reduction gearbox
and propeller from the engine, and possible
loss of control of the airplane, accomplish the
following:

Inspection of Exhaust Duct

(a) If the exhaust duct was not modified
before September 1, 1997, by SAL of
Winnipeg, Canada, using the gas tungsten arc
weld (GTAW) process of P&WC service

bulletin (SB) 1430, no further action is
required

Note 2: Engine log books, engine
maintenance records, etc., can be used to
determine if the duct was modified before
September 1, 1997, by SAL of Winnipeg,
Canada, using the GTAW process of P&WC
SB 1430.

(b) If the exhaust duct P/N 3012290, P/N
3031988, P/N 3032117, P/N 3035784, P/N
3035786, P/N 3105890-01, P/N 3112167-01,
P/N 3112171-01, and P/N 3111780-01 was
modified before September 1, 1997 by SAL
using the GTAW process of P&*WC SB 1430,
or if it cannot be determined if the GTAW
process was used in complying with P&WC
SB 1430, do the following within 100 hours
time-in-service (TIS) after the effective date
of this AD:

Initial Visual Inspection of Affected Exhaust
Ducts for Cracks

(1) Use 5X magnification to visually
inspect the circumference of the forward area
of the exhaust duct from the propeller
reduction gearbox mounting flange to 2
inches aft of the flange for any crack
indications. Return the duct to service or
replace with a serviceable part as follows:

(i) If no cracks are found, the duct may be
returned to service. Or,

(ii) If three or less cracks are found, and the
total cumulative length of the cracks exceeds
2.0 inches, replace the duct with a
serviceable part. Or,

(iii) If any one crack exceeds 1.0 inches in
length, replace the duct with a serviceable
part. Or,

(iv) If any two cracks are separated by less
than six times the length of the longest crack
(6L) or by less than 3.0 inches, whichever is
less, replace the duct with a serviceable part.
Or,

(v) If more than three cracks are found,
replace the duct with a serviceable part.

(2) Mark all allowable cracks, on the duct,
with a suitable metal marking pencil.

Note 3: Marking materials that are suitable
for use on the the exhaust duct may be found
in the P&WC Engine Manual.

(3) Record the length of the crack, location,
number of duct hours, and time since
overhaul (TSO).

Repetitive Visual Inspection of Affected
Exhaust Ducts for Cracks

(c) Repeat the inspection specified in
paragraph (b)(1) as follows:

(1) For ducts that did not exhibit any
cracking at the last inspection, repeat the
inspection within 150 hours TIS since the
last inspection. Return the duct to service or
replace with a serviceable part as specified in
paragraph (b)(1)(i) through paragraph (b)(2).

(2) For ducts that exhibited cracking at the
last inspection, repeat the inspection within
25 hours TIS since the last inspection. Return
the duct to service or replace with a
serviceable part as follows:

(i) For new cracks that have developed
since the last inspection, return the duct to
service or replace with a serviceable part as
specified in paragraph (b)(1)(ii) through
paragraph (b)(3).

(ii) Inspect cracks that were recorded as
specified in paragraph (b)(2). Return the duct

to service or replace with a serviceable part
as specified in paragraph (b)(1)(ii) through
paragraph (b)(2). In addition, if the growth
rate of an existing crack exceeds 0.015 inch
per hour TIS since the last inspection,
replace the duct with a serviceable part.

Optional Terminating Action

(d) Replacing an affected exhaust duct with
a serviceable part constitutes terminating
action for the repetitive inspection
requirements of this AD.

Definition of a Serviceable Exhaust Duct

(e) For the purposes of this AD, a
serviceable duct is defined as a duct that has
been modified per P&*WC SB 1430, but did
not use the GTAW process.

Alternative Method of Compliance

(f) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Engine
Certification Office (ECO). Operators shall
submit their request through an appropriate
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, ECO.

Note 4: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this airworthiness directive,
if any, may be obtained from the ECO.

Special Flight Permits

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the aircraft to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
December 1, 1999.
Thomas A. Boudreau,

Acting Manager, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31816 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 99-NE-11-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Turbomeca
Makila 1 Series Turboshaft Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
Turbomeca Makila 1 series turboshaft
engines. This proposal would require a
one-time visual inspection of the
scavenge and lubrication systems for
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obstruction due to coke deposits, then
reconditioning of the engine oil system
prior to return to service. This proposal
is prompted by report of an in-flight
engine shutdown due to roller bearings
contaminated by certain types of
detergent oil. The actions specified by
the proposed AD are intended to
prevent in-flight engine shutdown due
to roller bearing failure following oil
contamination.
DATES: Comments must be received by
February 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA),
New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 99-NE-11-AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299. Comments may also be
submitted to the Rules Docket by using
the following Internet address: ‘“9-ane-
adcomment@faa.gov”’. Comments may
be inspected at this location between
8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Turbomeca, 40220 Tarnos, France;
telephone (33) 05 59 64 40 00, fax (33)
05 59 64 60 80. This information may
be examined at the FAA, New England
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Glorianne Niebuhr, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine
and Propeller Directorate, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299; telephone (781) 238-7132,
fax (781) 238-7199.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact

concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 99-NE-11-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 99-NE-11-AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299.

Discussion

The Direction Generale de L’Aviation
Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France,
recently notified the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) that an unsafe
condition may exist on Turbomeca
Makila 1 series turboshaft engines. The
DGAC advises that it has received a
report of an in-flight engine shutdown
due to roller bearings contaminated by
7.5 ¢St oil followed by a more detergent
5 ¢St oil. The investigation revealed
coke accumulating in the rear bearing
chamber. These coke deposits caused
complete or partial obstruction of the
scavenge and lubrication systems,
causing the roller bearings of the M03
and M05 modules to be damaged. This
condition, if not corrected, can result in
in-flight engine shutdown due to roller
bearing failure following oil
contamination.

Service Information

Turbomeca has issued Service
Bulletin Makila 1 (SB) No. A298 71
0137, dated December 22, 1997, that
specifies procedures for visual
inspection of the scavenge and
lubrication systems for obstruction due
to coke deposits, and reconditioning of
the engine oil system. The DGAC
classified this SB as mandatory and
issued airworthiness directive (AD) 98—
075(A), dated February 11, 1998, in
order to assure the airworthiness of
these engines in France.

Bilateral Airworthiness Agreement

This engine model is manufactured in
France and is type certificated for
operation in the United States under the
provisions of Section 21.29 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.29) and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to

this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
the DGAC has kept the FAA informed
of the situation described above. The
FAA has examined the findings of the
DGAC, reviewed all available
information, and determined that AD
action is necessary for products of this
type design that are certificated for
operation in the United States.

Proposed Actions

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other engines of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
a one-time visual inspection of the
scavenge and lubrication systems for
obstruction due to coke deposits, then
reconditioning of the engine oil system
prior to return to service. The actions
would be required to be accomplished
in accordance with the SB described
previously.

Economic Analysis

There are approximately 1,076
engines of the affected design in the
worldwide fleet. The FAA estimates that
5 engines installed on aircraft of U.S.
registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 14 work hours per engine
to accomplish the proposed actions, and
that the average labor rate is $60 per
work hour. Based on these figures, the
total cost impact of the proposed AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be $4,200.

Regulatory Impact

This proposal does not have
federalism implications, as defined in
Executive Order No. 13132, because it
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.
Accordingly, the FAA has not consulted
with state authorities prior to
publication of this proposal.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “‘significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
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location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Turbomeca: Docket No. 99-NE-11-AD.

Applicability: Turbomeca Makila 1A and
1A1 series turboshaft engines, installed on
but not limited to Aerospatiale AS 332 Super
Puma, AS 532 Cougar, and SA 330 Puma
helicopters.

Note 1: This airworthiness directive (AD)
applies to each engine identified in the
preceding applicability provision, regardless
of whether it has been modified, altered, or
repaired in the area subject to the
requirements of this AD. For engines that
have been modified, altered, or repaired so
that the performance of the requirements of
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must
request approval for an alternative method of
compliance in accordance with paragraph (b)
of this AD. The request should include an
assessment of the effect of the modification,
alteration, or repair on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD; and, if the unsafe
condition has not been eliminated, the
request should include specific proposed
actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent in-flight engine shutdown due
to roller bearing failure following oil
contamination, accomplish the following:

Inspection and Repair

(a) Within 25 hours time-in-service (TIS)
after the effective date of this AD, accomplish
the following:

(1) For engines that have been operated
with 7.5 ¢St oil for more than 100 hours TIS,
and for engines whose operators can not
show documentation that the engine has
been operated with 7.5 ¢St oil for 100 hours
or less TIS, accomplish the following:

(i) Perform a one-time visual inspection of
the scavenge and lubrication systems for
obstruction due to coke deposits and repair
as required, in accordance with section 2.A.
and 2.B. of the “Instructions for
incorporation” section of Turbomeca Makila
1 Service Bulletin (SB) No. A298 71 0137,
dated December 12, 1997.

(i) Replace the oil with approved oil other
than 7.5 ¢St and then recondition and check
the engine oil system in accordance with
section 2.C. and 2.D.(1) of Turbomeca Makila
1 SB No. A298 71 0137, dated December 12,
1997, prior to return to service.

(2) For engines that have been operated
with 7.5 ¢St oil for 100 hours or less TIS,
replace the oil with approved oil other than
7.5 ¢St and then recondition the engine oil
system prior to return to service, in
accordance with section 1.A.(2)(b) of
Turbomeca Makila 1 SB No. A298 71 0137,
dated December 12, 1997.

Alternative Method of Compliance

(b) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Engine
Certification Office. Operators shall submit
their request through an appropriate FAA
Principal Maintenance Inspector, who may
add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Engine Certification Office.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this airworthiness directive,
if any, may be obtained from the Engine
Certification Office.

Ferry Flights

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the helicopter to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
December 1, 1999.
Thomas A. Boudreau,

Acting Manager, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31815 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 99-NE-33-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Turbomeca
Artouste Ill Series Turboshaft Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain Turbomeca Artouste III series
turboshaft engines. This proposal would
require smoke emissions checks after
every ground engine shutdown. If
smoke is detected, this AD would
require inspecting for fuel flow. If fuel

flow is not detected, the engine may
have injection wheel cracks, which
would require removing the engine from
service for repair; if fuel flow is
detected, the engine may have a
malfunctioning electric fuel cock, which
would require removing the electric fuel
cock from service and replacing with a
serviceable part. This proposal is
prompted by reports of cracked
injection wheels. The actions specified
by the proposed AD are intended to
prevent injection wheel cracks, which
could result in an in-flight engine
shutdown.
DATES: Comments must be received by
February 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA),
New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 99-NE-33-AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299. Comments may also be
submitted to the Rules Docket by using
the following Internet address: ““‘9-ane-
adcomment@faa.gov”’. Comments may
be inspected at this location between
8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Turbomeca, 40220 Tarnos, France;
telephone +33 05 59 64 40 00, fax +33
05 59 64 60 80. This information may
be examined at the FAA, New England
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Glorianne Niebuhr, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine
and Propeller Directorate, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299; telephone (781) 238-7132,
fax (781) 238-7199.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
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and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 99-NE-33-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 99-NE-33—-AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299.

Discussion

The Direction Generale de L’Aviation
Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France,
recently notified the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) that an unsafe
condition may exist on Turbomeca
Artouste III B-B1-D series turboshaft
engines. The DGAC advises that cracks
have been reported on the rear face of
the injection wheels, which can lead to
fuel leakage into the turbine shaft tube
during operation. When the engine is
shut down, fuel flows into the
combustion chamber, which could
result in a slight increase of rundown
time and/or emissions of smoke through
the exhaust pipe, the air intake, or the
turbine casing drain after the rotating
assembly has stopped. This condition
may be caused by the thermal stresses
to which the injection wheel is
subjected or a malfunctioning electric
fuel cock. These conditions, if not
corrected, could result in injection
wheel cracks, which could result in an
in-flight engine shutdown.

Service Information

Turbomeca has issued Artouste III
Service Bulletin (SB) No. 218 72 0099,
dated September 14, 1998, that specifies
procedures for smoke emission checks,
and fuel flow inspections if smoke is
detected. The DGAC classified this SB
as mandatory and issued AD 98-432(A)
in order to assure the airworthiness of
these engines in France

Bilateral Airworthiness Agreement

This engine model is manufactured in
France and is type certificated for
operation in the United States under the

provisions of Section 21.29 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.29) and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
the DGAC has kept the FAA informed
of the situation described above. The
FAA has examined the findings of the
DGAC, reviewed all available
information, and determined that AD
action is necessary for products of this
type design that are certificated for
operation in the United States.

Proposed Actions

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other engines of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
inspecting for fuel flow. If fuel flow is
not detected, the engine may have
injection wheel cracks, which would
require removing the engine from
service for repair; if fuel flow is
detected, the engine may have a
malfunctioning electric fuel cock, which
would require removing the electric fuel
cock from service and replacing with a
serviceable part. The actions would be
required to be accomplished in
accordance with the SB described
previously.

Economic Analysis

There are approximately 2,279
engines of the affected design in the
worldwide fleet. The FAA estimates that
184 engines installed on rotorcraft of
U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 1 work hour per engine
to accomplish the proposed actions, and
that the average labor rate is $60 per
work hour. Required parts would cost
approximately $3,500 per engine. Based
on these figures, the total cost impact of
the proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $655,040.

Regulatory Impact

This proposal does not have
federalism implications, as defined in
Executive Order No. 13132, because it
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.
Accordingly, the FAA has not consulted
with state authorities prior to
publication of this proposal.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44

FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Turbomeca: Docket No. 99-NE-33—-AD.

Applicability: Turbomeca Artouste III B—
B1-D series turboshaft engines, installed on
but not limited to Eurocopter SA 315 LAMA
and SA 316 Alouette III helicopters.

Note 1: This airworthiness directive (AD)
applies to each engine identified in the
preceding applicability provision, regardless
of whether it has been modified, altered, or
repaired in the area subject to the
requirements of this AD. For engines that
have been modified, altered, or repaired so
that the performance of the requirements of
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must
request approval for an alternative method of
compliance in accordance with paragraph (c)
of this AD. The request should include an
assessment of the effect of the modification,
alteration, or repair on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD; and, if the unsafe
condition has not been eliminated, the
request should include specific proposed
actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent injection wheel cracks, which
could result in an in-flight engine shutdown,
accomplish the following:

Smoke Check

(a) Following every engine ground
shutdown, accomplish the following in
accordance with Turbomeca Artouste III
Service Bulletin (SB) No. 218 72 0099, dated
September 14, 1998:

(1) After every flight, check for smoke
emissions through the exhaust pipe, air
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intake, or turbine casing drain during
rundown and after every engine shutdown. If
a smoke emission has been noticed, check
the fuel system before the next flight to
identify the origin of the smoke emissions.

(2) If smoke is not detected, no action is
required until the next engine ground
shutdown.

(3) If smoke is detected, inspect for fuel
flow in accordance with paragraph 2.B.(1)
and 2.B.(2) of the SB.

(1) If fuel flow is not detected, prior to
further flight, remove the engine from service
and replace with a serviceable engine.

(ii) If fuel flow is detected, remove the
electric fuel cock from service and replace
with a serviceable part in accordance with
section 2.B.(4) and 2.B.(5) of the referenced
SB.

(iii) Before entry into service, perform an
engine ground run and check the fuel system
again for smoke emissions through the
exhaust pipe, air intake, or turbine casing
drain during engine rundown and after shut-
down; if smoke emissions still remain after
replacement of the electric fuel cock, prior to
further flight, remove the engine from service
and replace with a serviceable engine.

(b) For the purpose of this AD, a
serviceable engine is defined as an engine
that does not exhibit smoke emissions.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Engine
Certification Office. Operators shall submit
their request through an appropriate FAA
Principal Maintenance Inspector, who may
add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Engine Certification Office.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this airworthiness directive,
if any, may be obtained from the Engine
Certification Office.

Ferry Flights

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the rotorcraft
to a location where the inspection
requirements of this AD can be
accomplished.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
December 1, 1999.

Thomas A. Boudreau,

Acting Manager, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 99-31814 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 99-SW-54-AD]

Airworthiness Directives; MD
Helicopters Inc. Model MD600ON
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) applicable to MD
Helicopters Inc. (MDHI) Model MD600N
helicopters. This proposal would
require inspecting each internal fuel
hose connection to verify proper
installation. This proposal is prompted
by the discovery that certain fuel hose
connections between the fuel cells and
the engine can be incorrectly installed.
The actions specified by the proposed
AD are intended to prevent fuel
starvation of the engine while the fuel
gage indicates fuel remaining in the
tank, engine flameout, and a subsequent
forced landing.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before February 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 99-SW-54—
AD, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663,
Fort Worth, Texas 76137. Comments
may be inspected at this location
between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
MD Helicopters Inc., Attn: Customer
Support Division, 5000 E. McDowell
Rd., Mail Stop M615-G048, Mesa,
Arizona 85215-9797, telephone 1-800—
388-3378 or 480—-891-6342, datafax
480-891-6782. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort
Worth, Texas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bruce Conze, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
Office, 3960 Paramount Blvd.,
Lakewood, California 90712, telephone
(562) 627-5261, fax (562) 627-5210.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the

proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the address specified above. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments, specified
above, will be considered before taking
action on the proposed rule. The
proposals contained in this notice may
be changed in light of the comments
received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. 99-SW-54—AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 99-SW-54—AD, 2601
Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort Worth,
Texas 76137.

Discussion

This document proposes the adoption
of a new AD applicable to MDHI Model
MD60ON helicopters, serial numbers
with a prefix of “RN”’ 003 through 045.
This AD would require inspecting each
internal fuel hose connection to verify
appropriate installation. The
manufacturer discovered, during a
company production flight test, that
certain fuel hose connections between
the fuel cells and the engine were
incorrectly installed. The manufacturer
is currently attempting to develop new
hoses that would eliminate the
possibility of incorrectly installing the
internal fuel hose connections. Such
hoses, if developed, would replace the
hoses currently in use. In the interim, a
one-time inspection of each internal fuel
hose connection for proper installation
is necessary within 100 hours TIS. This
condition, if not corrected, could result
in fuel starvation of the engine while the
gage indicates fuel remaining in the
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tank, engine flameout, and a subsequent
forced landing.

The FAA has reviewed MDHI Service
Bulletin SB600N-025, dated July 2,
1999, which describes procedures for
inspecting the fuel system to verify
proper fuel line connections between
the fuel cells and the engine.

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other MDHI Model MD600N
helicopters of the same type design, the
proposed AD would require inspecting
the internal fuel hose connections to
ensure appropriate installation. The
actions would be required to be
accomplished in accordance with the
service bulletin described previously.

The FAA estimates that 40 helicopters
of U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 8 work hours per
helicopter to accomplish the proposed
actions, and that the average labor rate
is $60 per work hour. Based on these
figures, the total cost impact of the
proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $19,200.

The regulations adopted herein will
not impose substantial direct
compliance costs on states or local
governments or have substantial direct
effects on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
13132, the FAA has not consulted with
States or local authorities prior to the
publication of this notice.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part

39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding a new airworthiness directive to
read as follows:

MD Helicopters, Inc.: Docket No. 99—-SW-54.

Applicability: Model MD600N helicopters,
serial numbers with a prefix of “RN” 003
through 045, certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each helicopter
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For helicopters that have been modified,
altered, or repaired so that the performance
of the requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (b) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent fuel starvation of the engine
while the fuel gage indicates fuel remaining
in the tank, engine flameout, and a
subsequent forced landing, accomplish the
following:

(a) Within 100 hours time-in-service, verify
that the internal fuel hose connections have
been properly installed in accordance with
either Method A or Method B of the
Accomplishment Instructions of MD
Helicopters Service Bulletin SB 600N-025,
dated July 2, 1999 (ASB). Prior to further
flight, make any necessary corrections.

(b) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Los
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector,
who may concur or comment and then send
it to the Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the helicopter to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on December
1, 1999.

Henry A. Armstrong,

Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31817 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD
20 CFR Part 222
RIN 3220-AB40

Family Relationships

AGENCY: Railroad Retirement Board.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Railroad Retirement
Board (Board) proposes to amend its
regulations on determining whether a
natural child has inheritance rights
under appropriate state law and
therefore may be entitled to railroad
retirement benefits as the child of an
insured employee. The Board also
proposes to clarify its regulation
regarding status as a legally adopted
child of an insured employee. Such
revisions are necessary because of a
change in the regulations of the Social
Security Administration, which became
effective November 27, 1998.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before February 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to the Secretary to the Board,
Railroad Retirement Board, 844 North
Rush Street, Chicago, Illinois 60611—
2092.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas W. Sadler, Senior Attorney,
(312) 751-4513, TDD (312) 751-4701.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
2(d)(4) of the Railroad Retirement Act
(RRA) references section 216(h) of the
Social Security Act for purposes of
determining whether an individual is
the child of the insured employee for
entitlement to a surviving child’s
annuity. In addition, the Board must
look to the Social Security Act to
determine the status of a child for
increasing a disability annuitant’s
annuity under the social security overall
minimum provided in section 3(f)(3) of
the RRA. See part 229 of this chapter.
Section 216(h)(2)(A) of the Social
Security Act provides that the Social
Security Administration (SSA) looks to
the law of the state in which the wage
earner was domiciled regarding the
devolution of intestate personal
property to determine who would be a
child for inheritance purposes.

The SSA has announced final
regulations which revise its procedures
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for determining whether a child has
inheritance rights under the appropriate
state law and, thus, may be entitled to
social security benefits as the child of an
insured worker (63 FR 57590, October
28, 1998). Specifically, those rules have
been revised to explain which state law
will be applied, how SSA will apply
state law requirements on time limits for
determining inheritance rights, and how
it will apply state law requirements for
a court determination of paternity. The
current rule on determining an
applicant’s status as a legally adopted
child of an insured individual is also
clarified. As a consequence, the Board
must amend part 222 of its regulations,
which deals with determining family
relationships, to conform to SSA’s new
regulations.

The Board proposes to revise § 222.32
to provide that the status of child will
be determined by applying the state
inheritance law of the employee’s
domicile that is in effect when the claim
for benefits is adjudicated. If the child
does not have inheritance rights under
that version of state law, the state law
that was in effect when the insured died
will be examined to determine if the
status of child is met at that time.

Many state laws impose time limits
within which someone must act to
establish paternity for purposes of
intestate succession in order to ensure
the orderly administration of estates.
Proposed § 222.32 makes it clear that
the Board will disregard these time
limits since the purpose served by the
limits is not relevant to the adjudication
of benefits under the RRA. If the
applicable inheritance law requires a
formal determination of paternity to
establish the status of child, proposed
§ 222.32 provides that the Board will
not require such a formal determination,
but will rather make its own
determination of paternity based upon
the requirements of state law.

A ““child” under the RRA includes an
adopted child. The proposed
amendment to § 222.33 clarifies that in
determining whether an individual is
the legally adopted child of the
employee, the Board will apply the
adoption laws, rather than the
inheritance laws, of the state or foreign
country where the adoption took place.

The Board, with the concurrence of
the Office of Management and Budget,
has determined that this is not a
significant regulatory action for
purposes of Executive Order 12866.
Therefore, no regulatory analysis is
required. There are no information
collections associated with this rule.

List of Subjects in 20 CFR Part 222

Railroad employees, Railroad
retirement.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, the Railroad Retirement
Board proposes to amend title 20,
chapter II of the Code of Federal
Regulations as follows:

PART 222—FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS

1. The authority citation for part 222
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 45 U.S.C. 231f.

2. Section 222.31 is revised to read as
follows:

§222.31 Relationship as child for annuity
and lump-sum payment purposes.

(a) Annuity claimant. When there are
claimants under paragraph (a)(1), (a)(2),
or (a)(3) of § 222.30, a person will be
considered the child of the employee
when that person is—

(1) The natural or legally adopted
child of the employee (see § 222.33); or

(2) The stepchild of the employee; or

(3) The grandchild or step-grandchild
of the employee or spouse; or

(4) The equitably adopted child of the
employee.

(b) Lump-sum payment claimant. A
claimant for a lump-sum payment must
be one of the following in order to be
considered the child of the employee:

(1) The natural child of the employee;

(2) A child legally adopted by the
employee (this does not include any
child adopted by the employee’s widow
or widower after the employee’s death);
or

(3) The equitably adopted child of the
employee. For procedures on how a
determination of the person’s
relationship to the employee is made,
see §§222.32-222.33.

3. Section 222.32 is revised to read as
follows:

§222.32 Relationship as a natural child.

A claimant will be considered the
natural child of the employee for both
annuity and lump-sum payment
purposes if one of the following sets of
conditions is met:

(a) Under relevant state inheritance
law, the claimant could inherit a share
of the employee’s personal estate as the
employee’s natural child if the
employee were to die without leaving a
will as described in paragraph (e) of this
section;

(b) The claimant is the employee’s
natural son or daughter, and the
employee and the claimant’s mother or
father went through a marriage
ceremony which would have been valid
except for a legal impediment;

(c) The claimant’s natural mother or
father has not married the employee,
but—

(1) The employee has acknowledged
in writing that the claimant is his or her
son or daughter; or

(2) A court has decreed that the
employee is the mother or father of the
claimant; or

(3) A court has ordered the employee
to contribute to the claimant’s support
because the claimant is the employee’s
son or daughter; and,

(4) Such acknowledgment, court
decree, or court order was made not less
than one year before the employee
became entitled to an annuity, or in the
case of a disability annuitant prior to his
or her most recent period of disability,
or in case the employee is deceased,
prior to his or her death. The written
acknowledgment, court decree, or court
order will be considered to have
occurred on the first day of the month
in which it actually occurred.

(d) The claimant’s natural mother or
father has not married the employee,
but—

(1) The claimant has submitted
evidence acceptable in the judgment of
the Board, other than that discussed in
paragraph (c) of this section, that the
employee is his or her natural mother or
father; and

(2) The employee was living with the
claimant or contributing to the
claimant’s support, as discussed in
§§222.58 and 222.42 of this part,
when—

(i) The spouse applied for an annuity
based on having the employee’s child in
care; or

(ii) The employee’s annuity could
have been increased under the social
security overall minimum provision; or

(iii) The employee died, if the
claimant is applying for a child’s
annuity or lump-sum payment.

(e) Use of state laws. (1) General. To
determine whether a claimant is the
natural child of the employee, the state
inheritance laws regarding whether the
claimant could inherit a child’s share of
the employee’s personal property if he
or she were to die intestate will apply.
If such laws would permit the claimant
to inherit the employee’s personal
property, the claimant will be
considered the child of the employee.
The state inheritance laws where the
employee was domiciled when he or
she died will apply. If the employee’s
domicile was not in one of the 50 states,
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the
Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa,
or the Northern Mariana Islands, the
laws of the District of Columbia will

apply.
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(2) Standards. The Board will not
apply any state inheritance law
requirement that an action to establish
paternity must have been commenced
within a specific time period, measured
from the employee’s death or the child’s
birth, or that an action to establish
paternity must have been commenced or
completed before the employee’s death.
If state laws on inheritance require a
court to determine paternity, the Board
will not require such a determination,
but the Board will decide paternity
using the standard of proof that the state
court would apply as the basis for
making such a determination.

(3) Employee is living. If the employee
is living, the Board will apply the state
law where the employee is domiciled
which was in effect when the annuity
may first be increased under the social
security overall minimum (see part 229
of this chapter). If under a version of
state law in effect at that time, a person
does not qualify as a child of the
employee, the Board will look to all
versions of state law in effect from when
the employee’s annuity may first have
been increased until the Board makes a
final decision, and will apply the
version of state law most favorable to
the employee.

(4) Employee is deceased. The Board
will apply the state law where the
employee was domiciled when he or
she died. The Board will apply the
version of state law in effect at the time
of the final decision on the application
for benefits. If under that version of state
law the claimant does not qualify as the
child of the employee, the Board will
apply the state law in effect when the
employee died, or any version of state
law in effect from the month of potential
entitlement to benefits until a final
determination on the application. The
Board will apply the version most
beneficial to the claimant. The following
rules determine the law in effect as of
the employee’s death:

(i) Any law enacted after the
employee’s death, if that law would
have retroactive application to the
employee’s date of death, will apply; or

(ii) Any law that supersedes a law
declared unconstitutional, that was
considered constitutional on the
employee’s date of death, will apply.

4. A new paragraph (c) is added to
§222.33 to read as follows:

§222.33 Relationship resulting from legal
adoption.
* * * * *

(c) The adoption laws of the state or
foreign country where the adoption took
place, not the state inheritance laws,
will determine whether the claimant is
the employee’s adopted child.

Dated: November 29, 1999.
By Authority of the Board.
Beatrice Ezerski,
Secretary to the Board.
[FR Doc. 99-31791 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 7905-01-P

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH
REVIEW COMMISSION

29 CFR Part 2700
Procedural Rules

AGENCY: Federal Mine Safety and Health
Review Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking;
extension of comment period.

SUMMARY: The Federal Mine Safety and
Health Review Commission is extending
the comment period for a notice of
proposed rulemaking published on
November 10, 1999 (64 FR 61236-39).
On November 10, 1999, the Commission
proposed to amend its procedural rules
by adding a new rule setting forth
settlement procedures which are
intended to facilitate and promote the
pre-hearing settlement of contested
cases that come before the Commission.
The new procedures would be instituted
as a pilot program for a two-year trial
period. In response to a request by the
Department of Labor’s Office of the
Solicitor, the Commission is extending
the comment period for 30 days.

DATES: Comments must be received in
writing on or before January 10, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to Norman M. Gleichman,
General Counsel, Federal Mine Safety
and Health Review Commission, 1730 K
Street, NW, 6th Floor, Washington, DC
20006. For the convenience of persons
who will be reviewing the comments, it
is requested that commenters provide an
original and three copies of their
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman M. Gleichman, General
Counsel, 202-653-5610 (202—653—-2673
for TDD relay). These are not toll-free
numbers. Dated: December 1, 1999.
Mary Lu Jordan,

Chairman.

[FR Doc. 99-31790 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6735-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Minerals Management Service

30 CFR Part 280
RIN 1010-AC48
Prospecting for Minerals Other Than

Oil, Gas, and Sulphur in the Outer
Continental Shelf

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service
(MMS), Interior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This proposed rule specifies
how to conduct Geological and
Geophysical (G&G) prospecting and
research for minerals other than oil, gas,
and sulphur in the Outer Continental
Shelf (OCS) under a permit; requires
everyone conducting G&G scientific
research in the OCS without a permit to
file a notice with us; informs small
operators of environmental laws and
regulations for safe and sound practices;
and rewrites the proposed rule in plain
English. These revisions respond to
changes in technology and practice.

DATES: We will consider all comments
we receive by February 7, 2000. We will
begin reviewing comments then and
may not fully consider comments we
receive after February 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: If you wish to comment,
you may mail or hand-carry comments
(three copies) to the Department of the
Interior; Minerals Management Service;
Mail Stop 4024; 381 Elden Street;
Herndon, Virginia 20170—4817;
Attention: Rules Processing Team. The
Rules Processing Team’s e-mail address
is: rules.comments@MMS.gov.

Mail or hand-carry comments with
respect to the information collection
burden of the proposed rule to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs; Office of Management and
Budget; Attention: Desk Officer for the
Department of the Interior (OMB control
number 1010-0072); 725 17th Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20503.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Keith Meekins, Resource Evaluation
Division, at (703) 787-1517.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The OQuter
Continental Shelf Lands Act (OCSLA)
(43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) is the basis for
our regulations to administer G&G
prospecting and scientific research
activities in the OCS. Section 11(a) of
the OCSLA provides authority for the
Secretary of the Interior to allow any
person to conduct G&G explorations in
the OCS if the explorations:

(1) Do not interfere with or endanger
operations under a lease covered by the
OCSLA; and
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(2) Are not unduly harmful to aquatic
life in the area.

The regulations at 30 CFR part 280
implement the Secretary’s authority for
prospecting for minerals other than oil,
gas, and sulphur. They prescribe:

(1) Requirements for a permit or
statement of intent (notice) to conduct
G&G prospecting or scientific research
in the OCS;

(2) Operating procedures for
conducting prospecting or scientific
research;

(3) Conditions for reimbursing
permittee for certain costs;

(4) Other conditions for conducting
prospecting and research; and

(5) Procedures for drilling deep
stratigraphic tests in the OCS.

Our intent is to create parallelism
with the regulations for G&G
exploration on the OCS for oil, gas, and
sulphur (30 CFR part 251), and we
welcome comments on this.

Background for Expanding the Notice
Requirement

We developed the revised
requirement for a notice before
conducting any G&G scientific research
to address instances in which academic
and other institutions conduct research
and:

(1) They or industry sponsors hold the
data and analyze and process
information as proprietary; and

(2) They also offer for sale at least
some data and information.

We define activities that meet these
criteria as G&G prospecting and do not
consider them G&G scientific research.
A permit is required for prospecting. For
these reasons, we need the expanded
notice requirement to inform us of any
G&G scientific research conducted on
the OCS related to minerals other than
oil, gas, and sulphur. After receiving the
notice, we will inform those conducting
research of all necessary environmental
regulations and laws. In this way, the
researcher will be better able to follow
safe and environmentally sound
practices.

Discussion of Proposed Rule

These revisions bring 30 CFR part
280—Prospecting for Minerals Other
Than Oil, Gas, and Sulphur—up to date
with recent changes in the related
regulations at 30 CFR part 251.

Section 280.1 of the proposed
regulation updates the definition list by
removing unnecessary words and
adding, modifying, or expanding
definitions.

Section 280.11 explains that a notice
will be required for all G&G scientific
research related to minerals other than
oil, gas, and sulphur conducted in the

OCS, except for research requiring a
permit.

Section 280.12 clarifies that at the
earliest possible time, the data and
information acquired through scientific
research will be made available to the
public by the permittee or person filing
a notice.

Section 280.13 provides the current
addresses of our regional offices as filing
locations for permit applications and
notices.

Section 280.22 specifies that a
permittee must request in writing to
modify or extend operations and could
proceed with the modifications only
after the Regional Director approves
them.

Section 280.24 directs a permittee to
submit status reports on a schedule
specified in the permit rather than
monthly. This would allow variations in
the reporting requirements among OCS
Regions.

Section 280.24 requires that the final
report contain digital navigational data
in a format the Regional Director
specifies in addition to charts, maps,
and plats.

Section 280.24 requires that a
permittee report any hard minerals,
hydrocarbon, or sulphur occurrences
encountered.

Section 280.31 requires us to notify
the Governor(s) of adjacent State(s) in
cases where a Coastal Zone Consistency
Review is required.

Sections 280.40, 280.41, 280.50, and
280.51, respectively, break out, for
clarification, procedures for submission,
inspection, and selection of G&G data
and information.

Sections 280.42 and 280.52 clarify
that any transfer of G&G data and
information to a third party would
transfer the obligations to provide
access to us as well. When the third
party accepts the transfer, they must
also accept the obligation to provide
access and are subject to the penalty
provisions of 30 CFR part 250, subpart
N, if they fail to do so.

Section 280.60 requires us to
reimburse permittees or third parties for
reasonable costs of reproducing data
and information that the Regional
Director requests.

Section 280.71 requires the Regional
Director to disclose geological data and
information to the public 10 years after
issuing the permit.

The requirement for submission of a
prospecting plan has been eliminated as
that data and information will now be
submitted as part of the permit form
itself.

Procedural Matters

Public Comment Procedure

Our practice is to make comments,
including names and home addresses of
respondents, available for public review
during regular business hours.
Individual respondents may request that
we withhold their home address from
the rulemaking record, which we will
honor to the extent allowable by law.
There may be circumstances in which
we would withhold from the
rulemaking record a respondent’s
identity, as allowable by the law. If you
wish us to withhold your name and/or
address, you must state this
prominently at the beginning of your
comment. However, we will not
consider anonymous comments. We
will make all submissions from
organizations or businesses, and from
individuals identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, available
for public inspection in their entirety.

Federalism (Executive Order (E.O.)
13132)

According to E.O. 13132, the
proposed rule does not have Federalism
implications. A Federalism assessment
is not required as the proposed rule
does not change the role or
responsibilities between the Federal,
State, or local governments and,
therefore, does not have direct,
substantive, or significant effects on the
States.

Takings Implications Assessment (E.O.
12630)

According to E.O. 12630, the
proposed rule does not have significant
Takings implications.

A Takings implication assessment is
not required because the proposed rule
would not take away or restrict an
operators right to collect data and
information under the permit terms.

Regulatory Planning and Review (E.O.
12866)

According to the criteria in E.O.
12866, this proposed rule is not a
significant regulatory action and is not
subject to review by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB).

a. This proposed rule will not have an
annual economic effect of $100 million
or adversely affect an economic sector,
productivity, jobs, the environment, or
other units of government. This is due
to the small amount of activity currently
being experienced in offshore
prospecting as well as the smaller size
of the companies involved as compared
to those involved in oil, gas, and
sulphur exploration. We estimate that
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this rule will affect only one entity per
year, and that the total cost to regulated
entities for complying with this rule
will be approximately $3,000 per year.
For full details, see the information
under the heading “Regulatory
Flexibility Act.”

b. This proposed rule does not create
inconsistencies with other agencies’
actions because there are no changes in
requirements. The notification process
will allow the customer to know of the
operations of other users in the area. In
addition, current regulations are
consistent with other agencies’ actions.

c. This proposed rule is an
administrative change that will not
affect entitlements, grants, user fees,
loan programs, or their recipients. This
proposed rule has no effect on these
programs or rights of the programs’
recipients.

d. This proposed rule does not raise
any novel legal or policy issues. As
previously stated, the intent of this
proposed rule is to establish consistency
in all prelease activities for all minerals
on the OCS.

Clarity of This Regulation

E.O. 12866 requires each agency to
write regulations that are easy to
understand. We invite your comments
on how to make this proposed rule
easier to understand, including answers
to questions such as the following:

(1) Are the requirements in the
proposed rule clearly stated?

(2) Does the proposed rule contain
technical language or jargon that
interferes with its clarity?

(3) Does the format of the proposed
rule (grouping and order of sections, use
of headings, paragraphing, etc.) aid or
reduce its clarity?

(4) Would the proposed rule be easier
to understand if it were divided into
more (but shorter) sections?

(5) Is the description of the proposed
rule in the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section of this preamble helpful in
understanding the proposed rule? What
else can we do to make the proposed
rule easier to understand?

Send a copy of any comments that
concern how we could make this
proposed rule easier to understand to:
Office of Regulatory Affairs, Department
of the Interior, Room 7229, 1849 C
Street, NW, Washington, DC 20240. You
may also e-mail the comments to this
address: Exsec@ios.doi.gov.

Civil Justice Reform (E.O. 12988)

According to E.O. 12988, the Office of
the Solicitor has determined that this
proposed rule does not unduly burden
the judicial system and meets the

requirements of §§ 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of the
Order.

National Environmental Policy Act

This proposed rule does not
constitute a major Federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment.

Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) of 1995

This proposed rule contains a
collection of information that has been
submitted to OMB for review and
approval under § 3507(d) of the PRA. As
part of our continuing effort to reduce
paperwork and respondent burdens, we
invite the public and other Federal
agencies to comment on any aspect of
the reporting burden. Submit your
comments to the Office of Information
and Regulatory Affairs; OMB; Attention:
Desk Officer for the Department of the
Interior (OMB control number 1010—
0072); Washington, DC 20503. Send a
copy of your comments to the Rules
Processing Team, Engineering and
Operations Division; Mail Stop 4024;
Minerals Management Service; 381
Elden Street; Herndon, Virginia 20170—
4817. You may obtain a copy of the
supporting statement for the collection
of information by contacting the
Bureau’s Information Collection
Clearance Officer at (202) 208—7744.

The PRA provides that an agency may
not conduct or sponsor, and you are not
required, to respond to a collection of
information unless it displays a
currently valid OMB control number.
OMB is required to make a decision to
approve or disapprove this collection of
information between 30 to 60 days after
publication of this document. Therefore,
your comments are best assured of being
considered by OMB if OMB receives
them by January 7, 2000. However, we
will consider all comments received
during the comment period for this
notice of proposed rulemaking.

The title of this collection of
information is ““30 CFR Part 280,
Prospecting for Minerals other than Oil,
Gas, and Sulphur in the OCS.” OMB
had previously approved the
information collection requirements in
the current 30 CFR part 280 regulations
under OMB control number 1010-0072.
However, the OMB approval has
expired. Our submission to OMB
requests that OMB reinstate control
number 1010-0072 based upon the
information collection requirements in
this proposed rule.

The proposed rule contains the
following primary information
collection requirements with the
estimated hour burden for each shown
in parentheses.

(a) Sections 280.12 and 280.13:
Submit permit application (form MMS—
134) to conduct G&G prospecting for
hard minerals or file notice to conduct
scientific research activities (6 hours).

(b) Section 280.22: Submit
modification of approved operations
(0.5 hour).

(c) Section 280.24: Submit status and
final reports (8 hours).

(d) Section 280.28: Request
relinquishment of permit (1 hour).

(e) Sections 280.40, 280.41, 280.50,
and 280.51: Submit G&G data/
information collected under a permit
and/or processed by permittees or third
parties (4 hours).

(f) Sections 280.42 and 280.52: Notify
MMS of third-party transactions (0.5
hour).

(g) Sections 280.60 and 280.61:
Request reimbursement for costs of
reproducing data/information and
certain processing costs (20 hours).

The proposed rule contains a few
other minor information collection
aspects. However, we anticipate either
no responses over a 3-year period or that
the burden would be very minimal.

Respondents would be hard mineral
permittees or notice filers. The
frequency of response is on occasion,
with the exception of the status reports.
The frequency of those will be specified
in the permit. We estimate only one
respondent per year and a total annual
reporting and recordkeeping burden of
88 hours. Responses are required to
obtain or retain a benefit. We will
protect information considered
confidential or proprietary under the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C.
552) and its implementing regulations
(43 CFR part 2), and under regulations
at § 280.71 and applicable sections of 30
CFR parts 250 and 252.

We need and use the information to
ensure there is no environmental
degradation, personal harm or unsafe
operations and conditions, damage to
historical or archaeological sites, or
interference with other uses; to analyze
and evaluate preliminary or planned
drilling activities; to monitor progress
and activities in the OCS; to acquire
G&G data and information collected
under a Federal permit offshore; and to
determine eligibility for reimbursement
from the Government for certain costs.

We will summarize written responses
to this notice and address them in the
final rule. All comments will become a
matter of public record.

1. We specifically solicit comments
on the following questions:

(a) Is the proposed collection of
information necessary for the proper
performance of our functions, and will
it be useful?
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(b) Are the estimates of the burden
hours of the proposed collection
reasonable?

(c) Do you have any suggestions that
would enhance the quality, clarity, or
usefulness of the information to be
collected?

(d) Is there a way to minimize the
information collection burden on those
who are to respond, including through
the use of appropriate automated
electronic, mechanical, or other forms of
information technology?

2. In addition, the PRA requires
agencies to estimate the total annual
cost burden to respondents or
recordkeepers resulting from the
collection of information. We need your
comments on this item. Your response
should split the cost estimate into two
components: (a) total capital and startup
cost component; and (b) annual
operation, maintenance, and purchase
of services component. Your estimates
should consider the costs to generate,
maintain, and disclose or provide the
information. You should describe the
methods you use to estimate major cost
factors, including system and
technology acquisition, expected useful
life of capital equipment, discount
rate(s), and the period over which you
incur costs. Capital and startup costs
include, among other items, computers
and software you purchase to prepare
for collecting information; monitoring,
sampling, drilling, and testing
equipment; and record storage facilities.
Generally, your estimates should not
include equipment or services
purchased: before October 1, 1995; to
comply with requirements not
associated with the information
collection; for reasons other than to
provide information or keep records for
the Government; or as part of customary
and usual business or private practices.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The changes to 30 CFR part 280
should not have a significant economic
effect. The rulemaking may involve
small businesses or small entities if they
want to perform prospecting activities
or scientific research on the OCS. The
Small Business Administration defines
a small business as having the
following:

 annual revenues of $5 million or
less for service companies and colleges
and universities; and

* less than 500 employees for
companies that extract natural resources
(i.e., sand and gravel).

In many ways, we try to offer
customer service at no cost to smaller
companies that are active on the OCS.
These services include informing

customers of environmental laws and
regulations, making permit applications
available on the Internet, making
various offshore maps and stipulations
accessible, etc.

There are no changes or effects with
respect to the number of people
performing the activities nor is there
any change with regard to technology or
operating costs. Changes in this
proposed rule make it parallel to the
prelease exploration regulations
covering oil, gas, and sulphur (30 CFR
part 251). In applying for a permit, we
will not require a prospecting plan.
Information previously required for a
prospecting plan will be submitted as a
part of the permit itself. Operators will
need to submit a notice for all scientific
research. The proposed rule also breaks
out, for clarification, procedures for
submission, inspection, and selection of
G&G data and information, as well as
clarifying the responsibilities of third
parties. It also requires us to reimburse
permittees or third parties for
reasonable costs for reproducing data
and information that we request.

We expect that either one company
will apply for a prospecting permit or
one institution will file a notice of
intent to conduct scientific research per
year, based on MMS receiving six
applications for a prospecting permit in
the last 10 years. Previous activities in
these areas indicate that most of these
entities would be considered small.

The primary economic effect on small
businesses is the cost associated with
information collection activities. The
only major change in reporting
requirements would represent a small
increase, not for those engaged in the
mineral industry but, rather, for those
involved in scientific research. This
increased reporting requirement relates
to the filing of a notice for all scientific
research activities. The current
regulations are silent on this issue. We
estimate that the new requirements will
result in filing one notice per year. Each
notice would require 6 hours to prepare,
at a cost of $35 per hour, for a total cost
of $210 per notice, which would also be
the total annual cost. These numbers
would also represent the total cost for a
permit. These figures may be compared
to similar ones for oil, gas, and sulphur
activities, whose numbers are 24 to 36
hours for a total cost of $840 to $1,260.

In our proposed information
collection budget for this proposed rule,
we estimate the total burden in
complying with these regulations to be
88 hours for a total $3,080. Cost does
not vary with the size of the company.
We compare these figures with those for
oil, gas, and sulphur activities, which

are 10,604 hours for a total of $371,140.
In addition, because of the small
numbers of entities expected to engage
in these activities at this time, the
number of small businesses that would
experience a significant economic effect
is not substantial. As a result, this
proposed rule will not have a significant
economic effect on a substantial number
of small entities.

We should note that this proposed
rule only applies to preliminary
prelease prospecting activities. As long
as sufficient sources for economically
recoverable mineral resources exist
onshore, the higher costs of offshore
development will constrain industry. To
develop and produce even the relatively
easier minerals (sand and gravel), large
investments of up to $15 to $25 million
will be necessary for technology and
establishing both land-based processing
and marketing facilities. Currently, sand
and gravel are being dredged from the
OCS to support large-scale public works
projects to nourish beaches. These
projects are authorized and funded by
Federal, State, and local governments
and, to date, there have been only two
or three commercial aggregate producers
who have expressed an interest in future
OCS development.

Locating and delineating offshore
mineral resources can be expensive,
depending on how much is already
known about an offshore area. A
prospecting program to collect seismic
information and to collect a number of
20-foot cores of sediment can cost
approximately $100,000 to $400,000.
Compared to the magnitude of these
costs, the costs associated with the
requirements of this proposed rule are
relatively small. Given the high costs of
mineral prospecting, we expect an
applicant’s time and expense in order to
comply with information collection on
a prelease prospecting permit to
represent only a small fraction of the
total costs of locating, assessing, and
developing offshore strategic minerals.

Your comments are important. The
Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and 10 Regional Fairness Boards were
established to receive comments from
small business about Federal agency
enforcement actions. The Ombudsman
will annually evaluate the enforcement
activities and rate each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on the enforcement
actions of MMS, call toll-free (888) 734—
3247.
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Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act (SBREFA)

This proposed rule is not a major rule
under the (5 U.S.C. 804(2)), SBREFA.
This proposed rule:

(a) Does not have an annual effect on
the economy of $100 million or more.

(b) Will not cause a major increase in
costs or prices for consumers,
individual industries, Federal, State, or
local government agencies or geographic
regions.

(c) Does not have significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
ability of U.S.-based enterprises to
compete with foreign-based enterprises.
This is based upon the small amount of
activity currently being experienced in
offshore prospecting as well as the
smaller size of the companies involved
as compared with those involved in oil,
gas, and sulphur exploration.

Unfunded Mandate Reform Act (UMRA)
of 1995

This proposed rule does not impose
an unfunded mandate on State, local, or
tribal governments or the private sector
of more than $100 million per year. The
proposed rule does not have a
significant or unique effect on State,
local, or tribal governments or the
private sector. A statement containing
the information required by the UMRA
(2 U.S.C. 1531 et seq. is not required.

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 280

Continental shelf, Freedom of
information, Prospecting, Public lands—
mineral resources, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Research.

Dated: October 20, 1999.
Sylvia V. Baca,

Acting Assistant Secretary, Land and
Minerals Management.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, the Minerals Management
Service (MMS) proposes to revise 30
CFR part 280 as follows:

PART 280—PROSPECTING FOR
MINERALS OTHER THAN OIL, GAS,
AND SULPHUR IN THE OUTER
CONTINENTAL SHELF

Prospecting and Scientific Research in the
Outer Continental Shelf

Subpart A—General Information

Sec.

280.1 What definitions apply to this part?

280.2 What is the purpose of this part?

280.3 What requirements must I follow
when I conduct prospecting or research
activities?

280.4 What activities are not covered by
this part?

Subpart B—How To Apply for a Permit or
File a Notice

280.10 What must I do before I can conduct
prospecting activities?

280.11 What must I do before I can conduct
scientific research?

280.12 What must I include in my
application or notification?

280.13 Where must I send my application
or notification?

Subpart C—Obligations Under This Part

Prohibitions and Requirements

280.20 What may I not do?

280.21 What must I do?

280.22 What must I do when seeking
approval for modifications?

280.23 How must I cooperate with
inspection activities?

280.24 What reports must I file?

Interrupted Activities

280.25 When can MMS require me to stop
activities under this part?

280.26 When can I resume activities?

280.27 When can MMS cancel my permit?

280.28 Can I give up my permit?

Environmental Issues

280.29 Will MMS monitor the
environmental effects of my activity?

280.30 What activities will not require
environmental analysis?

280.31 Whom will MMS notify about
environmental issues?

Penalties and Appeals

280.32 What penalties may I be subject to?
280.33 How can I appeal a penalty?

Subpart D—Data Requirements

Geological Data and Information

280.40 When do I notify MMS that
geological data and information are
available for submission, inspection, and
selection?

280.41 What types of geological data and
information must I submit to MMS?

280.42 When geological data and
information are obtained by a third
party, what must we both do?

Geophysical Data and Information

280.50 When do I notify MMS that
geophysical data and information are
available for submission, inspection, and
selection?

280.51 What types of geophysical data and
information must I submit to MMS?

280.52 When geophysical data and
information are obtained by a third
party, what must we both do?

Reimbursement

280.60 Which of my costs will be
reimbursed?

280.61 Which of my costs will not be
reimbursed?

Protections

280.70 What data and information will be
protected from public disclosure?

280.71 What is the timetable for release of
data and information?

280.72 What procedures will be followed to
disclose data and information?

280.73 Will data and information be shared
with coastal States?

Subpart E—Information Collection
280.80 Paperwork Reduction Act
statement—information collection.
Authority: 43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq., 42 U.S.C.
4332 et seq.

Subpart A—General Information

§280.1 What definitions apply to this part?

Definitions in this part have the
following meaning:

Act means OCS Lands Act, as
amended (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.).

Adjacent State means with respect to
any activity proposed, conducted, or
approved under this part, any coastal
State(s):

(1) That is used, or is scheduled to be
used, as a support base for geological
and geophysical (G&G) prospecting or
scientific research activities; or

(2) In which there is a reasonable
probability of significant effect on land
or water uses from such activity.

Analyzed geological information
means data collected under a permit or
a lease that have been analyzed. Some
examples of analysis include, but are
not limited to, identification of
lithologic and fossil content, core
analyses, laboratory analyses of physical
and chemical properties, well logs or
charts, results from formation fluid
tests, and descriptions of mineral
occurrences or hazardous conditions.

Archaeological interest means capable
of providing scientific or humanistic
understandings of past human behavior,
cultural adaptation, and related topics
through the application of scientific or
scholarly techniques, such as controlled
observation, contextual measurement,
controlled collection, analysis,
interpretation, and explanation.

Archaeological resource means any
material remains of human life or
activities that are at least 50 years of age
and are of archaeological interest.

Coastal environment means the
physical, atmospheric, and biological
components, conditions, and factors
that interactively determine the
productivity, state, condition, and
quality of the terrestrial ecosystem from
the shoreline inward to the boundaries
of the coastal zone.

Coastal zone means the coastal waters
(including the lands therein and
thereunder) and the adjacent shorelands
(including the waters therein and
thereunder) that are strongly influenced
by each other and in proximity to the
shorelands of the several coastal States.
The coastal zone includes islands,
transition and intertidal areas, salt
marshes, wetlands, and beaches. The
coastal zone extends seaward to the
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outer limit of the U.S. territorial sea and
extends inland from the shorelines to
the extent necessary to control
shorelands, the uses of which have a
direct and significant impact on the
coastal waters, and the inward
boundaries of which may be identified
by the several coastal States, under the
authority in section 305(b)(1) of the
Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA)
of 1972.

Coastal Zone Management Act means
the Coastal Zone Management Act of
1972, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1451 et
seq.).

Data means facts and statistics,
measurements, or samples that have not
been analyzed, processed, or
interpreted.

Deep stratigraphic test means drilling
that involves the penetration into the
sea bottom of more than 500 feet (152
meters).

Director means the Director of the
Minerals Management Service, U.S.
Department of the Interior, or an official
authorized to act on the Director’s
behalf.

Geological and geophysical (G&G)
prospecting activities means the
commercial search for mineral resources
other than oil, gas, or sulphur. Activities
classified as prospecting include, but
are not limited to:

(1) Geological and geophysical marine
and airborne surveys where magnetic,
gravity, seismic reflection, seismic
refraction, or the gathering through
coring or other geological samples are
used to detect or imply the presence of
hard minerals; and

(2) Any drilling, whether on or off a
geological structure.

Geological and geophysical (G&G)
scientific research activities means any
investigation related to hard minerals
that is conducted in the OCS for
academic or scientific research. These
investigations would involve gathering
and analyzing geological, geochemical,
or geophysical data and information that
are made available to the public for
inspection and reproduction at the
earliest practical time. The term does
not include commercial G&G
exploration or commercial G&G
prospecting activities.

Geological sample means a collected
portion of the seabed, the subseabed, or
the overlying water acquired while
conducting prospecting or scientific
research activities.

Governor means the Governor of a
State or the person or entity lawfully
designated by or under State law to
exercise the powers granted to a
Governor under the Act.

Hard minerals means any minerals
found on or below the surface of the
seabed except for oil, gas, or sulphur.

Interpreted geological information
means the knowledge, often in the form
of schematic cross sections, 3-
dimensional representations, and maps,
developed by determining the geological
significance of geological data and
analyzed and processed geologic
information.

Interpreted geophysical information
means knowledge, often in the form of
seismic cross sections, 3-dimensional
representations, and maps, developed
by determining the geological
significance of geophysical data and
processed geophysical information.

Lease means, depending upon the
requirements of the context, either:

(1) An agreement issued under section
8 or maintained under section 6 of the
Act that authorizes mineral exploration,
development and production; or

(2) The area covered by an agreement
specified in paragraph (1) of this
definition.

Material remains means physical
evidence of human habitation,
occupation, use, or activity, including
the site, location, or context in which
evidence is situated.

Minerals means all minerals
authorized by an Act of Congress to be
produced from “public lands” as
defined in section 103 of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702). The term
includes oil, gas, sulphur, geopressured-
geothermal and associated resources.

Notice means a written statement of
intent to conduct G&G scientific
research that is:

(1) Related to hard minerals in the
OCS; and

(2) Not covered under a permit.

Oil, gas, and sulphur means oil, gas,
and sulphur, geopressured-geothermal
and associated resources.

Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) means
all submerged lands—

(1) That lie seaward and outside of the
area of lands beneath navigable waters
as defined in section 2 of the Submerged
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1301); and

(2) Whose subsoil and seabed belong
to the United States and are subject to
its jurisdiction and control.

Permit means the contract or
agreement, other than a lease, issued
under this part. The permit gives a
person the right, under appropriate
statutes, regulations, and stipulations, to
conduct on the OCS:

(1) Geological prospecting for hard
minerals;

(2) Geophysical prospecting for hard
minerals;

(3) Geological scientific research; or

(4) Geophysical scientific research.

Permittee means the person
authorized by a permit issued under this
part to conduct activities on the OCS.

Person means—

(1) A citizen or a national of the
United States;

(2) An alien lawfully admitted for
permanent residence in the United
States as defined in section 8 U.S.C.
1101(a)(20);

(3) A private, public, or municipal
corporation organized under the laws of
the United States or of any State or
territory thereof, and association of such
citizens, nationals, resident aliens or
private, public, or municipal
corporations, States, or political
subdivisions of States; or

(4) Anyone operating in a manner
provided for by treaty or other
applicable international agreements.
The term does not include Federal
agencies.

Processed geological or geophysical
information means data collected under
a permit and later processed or
reprocessed.

(1) Processing involves changing the
form of data as to facilitate
interpretation. Some examples of
processing operations may include, but
are not limited to:

(i) Applying corrections for known
perturbing causes;

(ii) Rearranging or filtering data; and

(iii) Combining or transforming data
elements.

(2) Reprocessing is the additional
processing other than ordinary
processing used in the general course of
evaluation. Reprocessing operations
may include varying identified
parameters for the detailed study of a
specific problem area.

Secretary means the Secretary of the
Interior or a subordinate authorized to
act on the Secretary’s behalf.

Shallow test drilling means drilling
into the sea bottom to depths less than
those specified in the definition of a
deep stratigraphic test.

Significant archaeological resource
means those archaeological resources
that meet the criteria of significance for
eligibility of the National Register of
Historic Places as defined in 36 CFR
60.4.

Third party means any person other
than the permittee or a representative of
the United States, including all persons
who obtain data or information acquired
under a permit from the permittee, or
from another third party, by sale, trade,
license agreement, or other means.

You means a person who applies for
and/or obtains a permit, or files a notice
to conduct G&G prospecting or scientific
research related to hard minerals in the
ocs.
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§280.2 What is the purpose of this part?

The purpose of this part is to:

(a) Allow you to conduct prospecting
activities or scientific research activities
in the OCS relating to hard minerals on
unleased lands or on lands under lease
to a third party.

(b) Ensure that you carry out
prospecting activities or scientific
research activities in a safe and
environmentally sound manner so as to
prevent harm or damage to, or waste of,
any natural resources (including any
hard minerals in areas leased or not
leased), any life (including fish and
other aquatic life), property, or the
marine, coastal, or human environment.

(c) Inform you and third parties of
your legal and contractual obligations.

(d) Inform you and third parties of:

(1) The U.S. government’s rights to
access G&G data and information
collected under permit in the OCS;

(2) Reimbursement we will make for
data and information that are submitted;
and

(3) The proprietary terms of data and
information that we retain.

§280.3 What requirements must | follow
when | conduct prospecting or research
activities?

You must conduct G&G prospecting
activities or scientific research activities
under this part according to:

(a) The Act;

(b) The regulations in this part;

(c) Orders of the Director/Regional
Director; and

(d) Other applicable statutes,
regulations, and amendments.

§280.4 What activities are not covered by
this part?

This part does not apply to:

(a) G&G prospecting activities
conducted by, or on behalf of, the lessee
on a lease in the OCS.

(b) Federal agencies.

(c) G&G exploration or G&G scientific
research activities related to oil, gas, and

sulphur which are covered by
regulations at 30 CFR part 251.

Subpart B—How To Apply for a Permit
or File a Notice

§280.10 What must | do before | can
conduct prospecting activities?

You must have an MMS-approved
permit to conduct G&G prospecting
activities, including deep stratigraphic
tests, for hard minerals. If you conduct
both geological and geophysical
prospecting activities, you must have a
separate permit for each.

§280.11 What must | do before | can
conduct scientific research?

You may conduct G&G scientific
research activities related to hard
minerals in the OCS only after you
obtain an MMS-approved permit or file
a notice.

(a) Permit. You must obtain a permit
if the research activities you want to
conduct involve:

(1) Using solid or liquid explosives;

(2) Drilling a deep stratigraphic test;
or

(3) Developing data and information
for proprietary use or sale.

(b) Notice. If you conduct research
activities not covered by paragraph (a)
of this section, you must file a notice
with the Regional Director at least 30
days before you begin. If you cannot file
a 30-day notice, you must provide oral
notification before you begin and follow
up in writing. You must also inform
MMS in writing when you conclude
your work.

§280.12 What must linclude in my
application or notification?

(a) Permits. You must submit to the
Regional Director a signed original and
three copies of the permit application
(form MMS-134) at least 30 days before
the startup date for activities in the
permit area. If unusual circumstances
prevent you from meeting this deadline,
you must immediately contact the
Regional Director to arrange an

acceptable deadline. The form includes
names of persons, type, location,
purpose, and dates of activity, as well as
environmental and other information.

(b) Disapproval of permit application.
If we disapprove your application for a
permit, the Regional Director will tell
you why and tell you what you need to
do to obtain approval.

(c) Notices. You must sign and date a
notice that includes:

(1) The name(s) of the person(s) who
will conduct the proposed research;

(2) The name(s) of any other person(s)
participating in the proposed research,
including the sponsor;

(3) The type of research and a brief
description of how you will conduct it;

(4) A map, plat, or chart, that shows
the location where you will conduct
research;

(5) The proposed projected starting
and ending dates for your research
activity;

(6) The name, registry number,
registered owner, and port of registry of
vessels used in the operation;

(7) The earliest practical time you
expect to make the data and information
resulting from your research activity
available to the public;

(8) Your plan of how you will make
the data and information you collect
available to the public;

(9) A statement that you and others
involved will not sell or withhold the
data and information resulting from
your research; and

(10) At your option, the nonexclusive
use agreement for scientific research
attachment to form MMS-134. (If you
submit this agreement, you do not have
to submit the material required in
paragraphs (c)(7), (c)(8), and (c)(9) of
this section.)

§280.13 Where must | send my application
or notification?

You must apply for a permit or file a
notice at one of the following locations:

For the OCS off the—

Apply to—

(a) State of Alaska

(b) Atlantic Coast, Gulf of Mexico, Puerto Rico,
or U.S. territories in the Caribbean Sea.

(c) States of California, Oregon, Washington,
Hawaii, or U.S. territories
Ocean.

in the Pacific

Regional Supervisor for Resource Evaluation, Minerals Management Service, Alaska OCS Re-
gion, 949 East 36th Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska 99508—-4363.

Regional Supervisor for Resource Evaluation, Minerals Management Service, Gulf of Mexico
OCS Region, 1201 Elmwood Park Boulevard, New Orleans, Louisiana 70123—-2394.

Regional Supervisor for Resource Evaluation, Minerals Management Service, Pacific OCS Re-
gion, 770 Paseo Camarillo, Camarillo, California 93010-6064.
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Subpart C—Obligations Under This
Part

Prohibitions and Requirements

§280.20 What may I not do?

While conducting G&G prospecting or
scientific research activities under a
permit or notice, you must not:

(a) Interfere with or endanger
operations under any lease, right-of-
way, easement, right-of-use, notice, or
permit issued or maintained under the
Act;

(b) Cause harm or damage to life
(including fish and other aquatic life),
property, or the marine, coastal, or
human environment;

(c) Cause harm or damage to any
mineral resources (in areas leased or not
leased);

(d) Cause pollution;

(e) Disturb archaeological resources;

(f) Create hazardous or unsafe
conditions;

(g) Unreasonably interfere with or
cause harm to other uses of the area; or

(h) Claim any oil, gas, sulphur, or
other minerals you discover while
conducting operations under a permit or
notice.

§280.21 What must | do?

While conducting G&G prospecting or
scientific research activities under a
permit or notice, you must:

(a) Immediately report to the Regional
Director if you:

(1) Detect hydrocarbon or any other
mineral occurrence;

(2) Detect environmental hazards that
imminently threaten life and property;
or

(3) Adversely affect the environment,
aquatic life, archaeological resources, or
other uses of the area where you are
prospecting or conducting scientific
research activities.

(b) Consult and coordinate your G&G
activities with other users of the area for
navigation and safety purposes.

(c) If you conduct shallow test drilling
or deep stratigraphic test drilling
activities, use the best available and
safest technologies that the Regional
Director considers economically
feasible.

§280.22 What must | do when seeking
approval for modifications?

Before you begin modified operations,
you must submit a written request
describing the modifications and receive
the Regional Director’s oral or written
approval. If circumstances preclude a
written request, you must make an oral
request and follow up in writing.

§280.23 How must | cooperate with
inspection activities?

You must allow our representatives to
inspect your G&G prospecting or any

scientific research activities that are
being conducted under a permit. They
will determine whether operations are
adversely affecting the environment,
aquatic life, archaeological resources, or
other uses of the area. We will
reimburse you for food, quarters, and
transportation that you provide for our
representatives if you send in your
reimbursement request to the Region
that issued the permit within 90 days of
the inspection.

§280.24 What reports must | file?

(a) You must submit status reports on
a schedule specified in the permit and
include a daily log of operations.

(b) You must submit a final report of
G&G prospecting or scientific research
activities under a permit within 30 days
after you complete acquisition activities
under the permit. You may combine the
final report with the last status report
and must include each of the following:

(1) A description of the work
performed.

(2) Charts, maps, plats and digital
navigation data in a format specified by
the Regional Director, showing the areas
and blocks in which any G&G
prospecting or permitted scientific
research activities were conducted.
Identify the lines of geophysical
traverses and their locations including a
reference sufficient to identify the data
produced during each activity.

(3) The dates on which you conducted
the actual prospecting or scientific
research activities.

(4) A summary of any:

(i) Hard mineral, hydrocarbon, or
sulphur occurrences encountered;

(ii) Environmental hazards; and

(iii) Adverse effects of the G&G
prospecting or scientific research
activities on the environment, aquatic
life, archaeological resources, or other
uses of the area in which the activities
were conducted.

(5) Other descriptions of the activities
conducted as specified by the Regional
Director.

Interrupted Activities

§280.25 When can MMS require me to
stop activities under this part?

(a) We may temporarily stop
prospecting or scientific research
activities under a permit when the
Regional Director determines that:

(1) Activities pose a threat of serious,
irreparable, or immediate harm. This
includes damage to life (including fish
and other aquatic life), property, and
any minerals (in areas leased or not
leased), to the marine, coastal, or human
environment, or to an archeological
resource;

(2) You failed to comply with any
applicable law, regulation, order or

provision of the permit. This would
include our required submission of
reports, well records or logs, and G&G
data and information within the time
specified; or

(3) Stopping the activities is in the
interest of national security or defense.

(b) The Regional Director will advise
you either orally or in writing of the
procedures to temporarily stop
activities. We will confirm an oral
notification in writing and deliver all
written notifications by courier or
certified/registered mail. You must stop
all activities under a permit as soon as
you receive an oral or written
notification.

§280.26 When can | resume activities?

The Regional Director will advise you
when you may start your permit
activities again.

§280.27 When can MMS cancel my
permit?

The Regional Director may cancel, or
a permittee may relinquish, a permit at
any time.

(a) If we cancel your permit, the
Regional Director will advise you by
certified or registered mail 30 days
before the cancellation date and will
state the reason.

(b) After we cancel your permit, you
are still responsible for proper
abandonment of any drill site according
to the requirements of 30 CFR
251.7(b)(8). You must comply with all
other obligations specified in this part
or in the permit.

§280.28 Can | give up my permit?

(a) You may relinquish the permit by
advising the Regional Director by
certified or registered mail 30 days in
advance.

(b) After you relinquish your permit,
you are still responsible for proper
abandonment of any drill sites
according to the requirements of 30 CFR
251.7(b)(8). You must also comply with
all other obligations specified in this
part or in the permit.

Environmental Issues

§280.29 Will MMS monitor the
environmental effects of my activity?

We will evaluate the potential of
proposed prospecting or scientific
research activities for adverse impact on
the environment to determine the need
for mitigation measures.

§280.30 What activities will not require
environmental analysis?

We anticipate that activities of the
type listed in this section typically will
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not cause significant environmental
impact and will normally be
categorically excluded from additional
environmental analysis. The types of
activities include:

(a) Gravity and magnetometric
observations and measurements;

(b) Bottom and subbottom acoustic
profiling or imaging without the use of
explosives;

(c) Hard minerals sampling of a
limited nature such as shallow test
drilling;

(d) Water and biotic sampling, if the
sampling does not adversely affect
shellfish beds, marine mammals, or an
endangered species or if permitted by
the National Marine Fisheries Service or
another Federal agency;

(e) Meteorological observations and
measurements, including the setting of
instruments;

(f) Hydrographic and oceanographic
observations and measurements,
including the setting of instruments;

(g) Sampling by box core or grab
sampler to determine seabed geological
or geotechnical properties;

(h) Television and still photographic
observation and measurements;

(i) Shipboard hard mineral assaying
and analysis; and

(j) Placement of positioning systems,
including bottom transponders and
surface and subsurface buoys reported
in Notices to Mariners.

§280.31 Whom will MMS notify about
environmental issues?

(a) In cases where Coastal Zone
Consistency Review is required, the
Director will notify the Governor of each
adjacent State with a copy of the
application for a permit immediately
upon the submission for approval.

(b) In cases where an environmental
assessment is to be prepared, the
Director will invite the Governor of each
adjacent State to review and provide
comments regarding the proposed
activities. The Director’s invitation to
provide comments will allow the
Governor a specified period of time to
comment.

(c) When a permit is issued, the
Director will notify affected parties
including each affected coastal State,
Federal agency, local government, and
special interest organization that has
expressed an interest.

Penalties and Appeals

§280.32 What penalties may | be subject
to?

(a) Penalties for noncompliance under
a permit. You are subject to the penalty
provisions of:

(1) Section 24 of the Act (43 U.S.C.
1350); and

(2) The procedures contained in 30
CFR part 250, subpart N, for
noncompliance with:

(i) Any provision of the Act;

(ii) Any provisions of a G&G or
drilling permit; or

(iii) Any regulation or order issued
under the Act.

(b) Penalties under other laws and
regulations. The penalties prescribed in
this section are in addition to any other
penalty imposed by any other law or
regulation.

§280.33 How can | appeal a penalty?

See 30 CFR part 290 for instructions
on how to appeal any order or decision
that we issue under this part.

Subpart D—Data Requirements
Geological Data and Information

§280.40 When do | notify MMS that
geological data and information are
available for submission, inspection, and
selection?

(a) You must notify the Regional
Director, in writing, when you complete
the initial analysis, processing, or
interpretation of any geological data and
information. Initial analysis and
processing are the stages of analysis or
processing where the data and
information first become available for
in-house interpretation by the permittee
or become available commercially to
third parties via sale, trade, license
agreement, or other means.

(b) The Regional Director may ask if
you have further analyzed, processed, or
interpreted any geological data and
information. When asked, you must
respond to us in writing within 30 days.

(c) The Regional Director may ask the
permittee or third party to submit the
analyzed, processed, or interpreted
geologic data and information for us to
inspect or permanently retain. You must
submit the data and information within
30 days after such a request.

§280.41 What types of geological data and
information must | submit to MMS?

Unless the Regional Director specifies
otherwise, you must submit geological
data and information that include:

(a) An accurate and complete record
of all geological (including geochemical)
data and information describing each
operation of analysis, processing, and
interpretation;

(b) Paleontological reports identifying
by depth any microscopic fossils
collected, including the reference datum
to which paleontological sample deaths
are related and, if the Regional Director
requests, washed samples, that you
maintain for paleontological
determinations;

(c) Copies of well logs or charts in a
digital format, if available;

(d) Results and data obtained from
formation fluid tests;

(e) Analyses of core or bottom
samples and/or a representative cut or
split of the core or bottom sample;

(f) Detailed descriptions of any
hydrocarbons or other minerals or
hazardous conditions encountered
during operations, including near losses
of well control, abnormal geopressures,
and losses of circulation; and

(g) Other geological data and
information that the Regional Director
may specify.

§280.42 When geological data and
information are obtained by a third party,
what must | and the third party do?

A third party may obtain geological
data and information from a permittee,
or from another third party, by sale,
trade, license agreement, or other
means. If this happens:

(a) The third-party recipient of the
data and information assumes the
obligations under this part, except for
the notification provisions of § 280.40(a)
and is subject to the penalty provisions
of §280.32(a)(1) and 30 CFR part 250,
subpart N; and

(b) A permittee or third party that
sells, trades, licenses, or otherwise
provides data and information to a third
party must advise the recipient, in
writing, that accepting these obligations
is a condition precedent of the sale,
trade, license, or other agreement; and

(c) Except for license agreements, a
permittee or third party that sells,
trades, or otherwise provides data and
information to a third party must advise
the Regional Director in writing within
30 days of the sale, trade, or other
agreement, including the identity of the
recipient of the data and information; or

(d) For license agreements, a
permittee or third party that licenses
data and information to a third party
must, within 30 days of a request by the
Regional Director, advise the Regional
Director, in writing, of the license
agreement, including the identity of the
recipient of the data and information.

Geophysical Data and Information

§280.50 When do | notify MMS that
geophysical data and information are
available for submission, inspection, and
selection?

(a) You must notify the Regional
Director in writing when you complete
the initial processing and interpretation
of any geophysical data and
information. Initial processing is the
stage of processing where the data and
information become available for in-
house interpretation by the permittee, or
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become available commercially to third
parties via sale, trade, license
agreement, or other means.

(b) The Regional Director may ask
whether you have further processed or
interpreted any geophysical data and
information. When asked, you must
respond to us in writing within 30 days.

(c) The Regional Director may request
that the permittee or third party submit
geophysical data and information before
making a final selection for retention.
Our representatives may inspect and
select the data and information on your
premises, or the Regional Director can
request delivery of the data and
information to the appropriate regional
office for review.

(d) You must submit the geophysical
data and information within 30 days of
receiving the request, unless the
Regional Director extends the delivery
time.

(e) At any time before final selection,
the Regional Director may review and
return any or all geophysical data and
information. We will notify you in
writing of any data the Regional Director
decides to retain.

§280.51 What types of geophysical data
and information must | submit to MMS?

Unless the Regional Director specifies
otherwise, you must include:

(a) An accurate and complete record
of each geophysical survey conducted
under the permit, including digital
navigational data and final location
maps;

(b) All seismic data collected under a
permit presented in a format and of a
quality suitable for processing;

(c) Processed geophysical information
derived from seismic data with
extraneous signals and interference
removed, presented in a quality format
suitable for interpretive evaluation,
reflecting state-of-the-art processing
techniques; and

(d) Other geophysical data, processed
geophysical information, and
interpreted geophysical information
including, but not limited to, shallow
and deep subbottom profiles,
bathymetry, sidescan sonar, gravity and
magnetic surveys, and special studies
such as refraction and velocity surveys.

§280.52 When geophysical data and
information are obtained by a third party,
what must | and the third party do?

A third party may obtain geophysical
data, processed geophysical
information, or interpreted geophysical

information from a permittee, or from
another third party, by sale, trade,
license agreement, or other means. If
this happens:

(a) The third-party recipient of the
data and information assumes the
obligations under this part, except for
the notification provisions of § 280.50(a)
and is subject to the penalty provisions
of §280.32(a)(1) and 30 CFR 250,
subpart N; and

(b) A permittee or third party that
sells, trades, licenses, or otherwise
provides data and information to a third
party must advise the recipient, in
writing, that accepting these obligations
is a condition precedent of the sale,
trade, license, or other agreement; and

(c) Except for license agreements, a
permittee or third party that sells,
trades, or otherwise provides data and
information to a third party must advise
the Regional Director, in writing within
30 days of the sale, trade, or other
agreements, including the identity of the
recipient of the data and information; or

(d) For license agreements, a
permittee or third party that licenses
data and information to a third party
must, within 30 days of a request by the
Regional Director, advise the Regional
Director, in writing, of the license
agreement, including the identity of the
recipient of the data and information.

Reimbursement

§280.60 Which of my costs will be
reimbursed?

(a) We will reimburse you or a third
party for reasonable costs of
reproducing data and information that
the Regional Director requests if:

(1) You deliver G&G data and
information to us for the Regional
Director to inspect or select and retain
(according to §§ 280.40 and 280.50);

(2) We receive your request for
reimbursement and the Regional
Director determines that the requested
reimbursement is proper; and

(3) The cost is at your lowest rate (or
a third party’s) or at the lowest
commercial rate established in the area,
whichever is less.

(b) We will reimburse you or the third
party for the reasonable costs of
processing geophysical information
(which does not include cost of data
acquisition) if, at the request of the
Regional Director, you processed the
geophysical data or information in a
form or manner other than that used in
the normal conduct of business.

§280.61 Which of my costs will not be
reimbursed?

(a) When you request reimbursement,
you must identify reproduction and
processing costs separately from
acquisition costs.

(b) We will not reimburse you or a
third party for data acquisition costs or
for the costs of analyzing or processing
geological information or interpreting
geological or geophysical information.

Protections

§280.70 What data and information will be
protected from public disclosure?

(a) In making data and information
available to the public, the Regional
Director will follow the applicable
requirements of:

(1) The Freedom of Information Act (5
U.S.C. 552);

(2) The implementing regulations of
43 CFR part 2;

(3) The Act; and

(4) The regulations at 30 CFR parts
250 and 252.

(b) If the Regional Director determines
that any data or information is exempt
from disclosure under the Freedom of
Information Act, we will not disclose
the data and information unless either:

(1) You and all third parties agree to
the disclosure; or

(2) A provision of 30 CFR parts 250
and 252 allows us to make the
disclosure.

(c) We will keep confidential the
identity of third-party recipients of data
and information collected under a
permit. We will not release the identity
unless you and the third parties agree to
the disclosure.

(d) When you detect any significant
hydrocarbon occurrences or
environmental hazards on unleased
lands during drilling operations, the
Regional Director will immediately
issue a public announcement. The
announcement must further the national
interest without unduly damaging your
competitive position.

§280.71 What is the timetable for release
of data and information?

We will release data and information
that you or a third party submits and we
retain according to paragraphs (a) and
(b) of this section.

(a) If the data and information are not
related to a deep stratigraphic test, we
will release them to the public
according to the following table:
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If you or a third party submits and we retain—

The Regional Director will disclose them to the public—

(1) Geological data and information

(2) Geophysical data

(3) Geophysical information

(4) Data and information related to a deep strat-
igraphic test.

10 years after issuing the permit.

apply.

50 years after you or a third party submit the data.
25 years after you or a third party submit the information.
25 years after you complete the test, unless the provisions of paragraph (b) of this section

(b) This paragraph applies if you are
covered by paragraph (a)(4) of this
section and a lease sale is held or a
noncompetitive agreement is negotiated
after you complete a test well. We will
release the data and information related
to the deep stratigraphic test at the
earlier of the following times:

(1) Twenty-five years after you
complete the test; or

(Z}JSixty calendar days after we issue
a lease, located partly or totally within
50 geographic miles (92.7 kilometers) of
the test.

§280.72 How will MMS disclose data and
information?

(a) When practical, the Regional
Director will advise the person who
submitted data and information under
§ 280.40 or 280.50 of the intent to
disclose the data or information to an
independent contractor or agent.

(b) The person notified will have at
least 5 working days to comment on the
action.

(c) When the Regional Director
advises the person who submitted the
data and information, all other owners
of the data or information will be
considered to have been notified.

(d) Before disclosure, the contractor or
agent must sign a written commitment
not to sell, trade, license, or disclose
data or information to anyone without
the Regional Director’s consent.

§280.73 Will MMS share data and
information with coastal States?

(a) We can disclose proprietary data,
information, and samples submitted to
us by permittees or third parties that we
receive under this part to the Governor
of any adjacent State that requests it
according to paragraphs (b), (c), and (d)
of this section.

(b) We will make a disclosure under
this section only after the Governor and
the Secretary have entered into an
agreement containing all of the
following provisions:

(1) The confidentiality of the
information will be maintained.

(2) In any action taken for failure to
protect the confidentiality of proprietary
information, neither the Federal
Government nor the State may raise as
a defense:

(i) Any claim of sovereign immunity;
or

(ii) Any claim that the employee who
revealed the proprietary information

was acting outside the scope of his/her
employment in revealing the
information.

(3) The State agrees to hold the
Federal Government harmless for any
violation by the State or its employees
or contractors of the agreement to
protect the confidentiality of proprietary
data and information and samples.

(4) The materials containing the
proprietary data, information, and
samples will remain the property of the
Federal Government.

(c) The data, information, and
samples available for reproduction to
the State(s) under an agreement must be
related to leased lands. Data and
information on unleased lands may be
viewed but not copied or reproduced.

(d) The State must return to us the
materials containing the proprietary
data, information, and samples when we
ask for them or when the State no longer
needs them.

(e) Information received and
knowledge gained by a State official
under paragraph (d) of this section is
subject to confidentiality requirements
of:

(1) The Act; and

(2) The regulations at 30 CFR parts
280, 281, and 282.

Subpart E—Information Collection

§280.80 Paperwork Reduction Act
statement—information collection.

(a) OMB has approved the
information collection requirements in
this part under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.
and assigned OMB control number
1010-0072. The title of this information
collection is ‘30 CFR Part 280,
Prospecting for Minerals other than Oil,
Gas, and Sulphur in the Outer
Continental Shelf.”

(b) We may not conduct or sponsor,
and you are not required to respond to,
a collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

(c) We use the information collected
under this part to:

(1) Evaluate permit applications and
monitor scientific research activities for
environmental and safety reasons.

(2) Determine that prospecting does
not harm resources, result in pollution,
create hazardous or unsafe conditions,
or interfere with other users in the area.

(3) Approve reimbursement of certain
expenses.

(4) Monitor the progress and activities
carried out under an OCS prospecting
permit.

(5) Inspect and select G&G data and
information collected under an OCS
prospecting permit.

(d) Respondents are Federal OCS
permittees and notice filers. Responses
are mandatory or are required to obtain
or retain a benefit. We will protect
information considered proprietary
under applicable law and under
regulations at § 280.70 and 30 CFR part
281.

(e) Send comments regarding any
aspect of the collection of information
under this part, including suggestions
for reducing the burden, to the
Information Collection Clearance
Officer, Minerals Management Service,
Mail Stop 4230, 1849 C Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20240.

[FR Doc. 99-31695 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 50 and 81
[FRL-6505-3]

Rescinding Findings That the 1-Hour
Ozone Standard No Longer Applies in
Certain Areas

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice to Reopen Comment
Period.

SUMMARY: The EPA is reopening the
comment period for the notice of
proposed rulemaking (NPR) that was
published on October 25, 1999 (64 FR
57424) regarding the rescinding of
findings made by EPA that the 1-hour
national ambient air quality standard
(NAAQS) for ozone no longer applies in
certain areas and which was further
clarified on November 18, 1999 (64 FR
63002). The October 25 proposal
established a 30-day comment period,
which ended on December 1. The EPA
believes this provided an adequate
opportunity to comment on the specific
issues identified in the proposal.
However, in response to requests from
the public, EPA is reopening the
comment period to January 3, 2000.
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DATES: The EPA is reopening the
comment period to end on January 3,
2000, which is 30 days after the date
today’s notice was signed and made
available on EPA’s web site at http://
www.epa.gov/airlinks. Comments must
be postmarked by the last day of the
comment period and sent directly to the
Docket Office listed in ADDRESSES (in
duplicate form if possible). Please refer
to the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section for additional information on
the comment period.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted to the Office of Air and
Radiation Docket and Information
Center (6102), Attention: Docket No. A—
99-22, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street SW, room M-
1500, Washington, DC 20460, telephone
(202) 260-7548. Comments and data
may also be submitted electronically by
following the instructions under
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION of this
document. No confidential business
information (CBI) should be submitted
through e-mail.

Documents relevant to this action are
available for inspection at the Docket
Office, at the above address, between 8
a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday though
Friday, excluding legal holidays. A
reasonable copying fee may be charged
for copying.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions concerning today’s action
should be addressed to Annie Nikbakht,
Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards, Air Quality Strategies and
Standards Division, MD-15, Research
Triangle Park, NC, 27711, telephone
(919) 541-5246.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Availability of Related Information

The official record for this
rulemaking, as well as the public
version, has been established under
docket number A—99-22 (including
comments and data submitted
electronically as described below). A
public version of this record, including
printed, paper versions of electronic
comments, which does not include any
information claimed as CBI, is available
for inspection from 8 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The official rulemaking record
is located at the address in ADDRESSES
at the beginning of this document.
Electronic comments can be sent
directly to EPA at: A-and-R-
Docket@epamail.epa.gov. Electronic
comments must be submitted as an
ASCII file avoiding the use of special
characters and any form of encryption.
Comments and data will also be
accepted on disks in WordPerfect in 5.1/

6.1 file format or ASCII file format. All
comments and data in electronic form
must be identified by the docket number
A—-99-22. Electronic comments on this
NPR rule may be filed online at many
Federal Depository Libraries.

Additional information relevant to
this proposed rulemaking is available on
the Agency’s Office of Air Quality
Planning and Standards’ (OAQPS)
Technology Transfer Network (TTN) via
the web at http://www.epa.gov/ttn/. If
assistance is needed in accessing the
system, call the help desk at (919) 541—
5384 in Research Triangle Park, NC.

I. Re-opening of Comment Period

The EPA has received requests to
reopen the comment period on the
proposal that the 1-hour NAAQS no
longer applies in certain areas. See
Docket A—99-22, nos. IV-D-34 (Hunton
& Williams, representing the Utility Air
Regulatory Group) and nos. IV-D-36
The Chamber of Commerce of the
United States, William L. Kovacs. This
notice responds to those requests. The
commenters identified an
administrative error in docketing the list
of areas affected by the proposed rule.
The EPA acknowledges that the list of
areas was inadvertently not placed in
the proper docket at the time the
proposed rule was published in the
Federal Register. The EPA has corrected
this docketing problem and the list of
affected areas is now available in the
docket. The EPA is providing an
additional 30 days for the public to
comment on the proposed rule now that
the list of affected areas is available in
the docket.

One commenter also requested that
EPA reopen the comment period to
allow comments on issues identified in
a Stipulation to Stay Proceedings in a
legal challenge to EPA’s revocation of
the 1-hour ozone standard in certain
areas. Environmental Defense Fund v.
Browner, No. 98-1363, D.C. Cir., filed
August 3, 1998. The issues identified in
the Stipulation were as follows: (1) The
proposal to modify 40 C.F.R. § 50.9(b) to
provide that after the 8-hour ozone
standard ““become[s] fully enforceable
under part D of title 1 of the Clean Air
Act (CAA) and subject to no further
legal challenge,” the 1-hour standard
will no longer apply to an area once
EPA determines that the area has air
quality meeting the 1-hour standard; (2)
Whether a “fully enforceable” 8-hour
standard means that CAA section 107(d)
designations for ozone under the 8-hour
standard will have been promulgated by
the Administrator prior to any
determination that the 1-hour ozone
standard no longer applies to an area;
(3) Whether the motor vehicle emission

budget approved or found adequate for
the purpose of implementing the 1-hour
ozone standard in a nonattainment area
will remain in effect for transportation
conformity purposes during the period
after the 1-hour ozone standard no
longer applies to the area but before a
motor vehicle emission budget is
approved or found adequate for the
purpose of implementing the 8-hour
ozone standard; (4) Whether the
rescission of the nonapplicability
determinations for certain areas should
apply retroactively as well as
prospectively; and (5) In the event EPA
determines that the rescission will not
apply retroactively, whether EPA will
provide other relief to remedy any
additional air pollution that may result
from stationary sources and/or highway
projects approved during the regulatory
hiatus when the area’s section 107(d)
designation was not ‘“‘nonattainment.”
The EPA believes that all of these issues
were within the scope of the original
proposal. The EPA included this list of
issues in the Stipulation at the request
of the litigants. The EPA agrees that all
of these issues are within the scope of
this rulemaking and thus are open for
public comment during the reopened
comment period.

II. Public Hearing

One commenter also requested that
EPA hold a public hearing in
connection with this proposed rule
because the rule was allegedly subject to
the public hearing requirements of
section 307(d) of the CAA as a revision
to a NAAQS under section 109 of the
CAA. The EPA does not agree with the
commenter. As EPA stated in the
proposed rule, EPA was merely
changing a rule that indicated when
standards would be applicable, and was
not revising the standards themselves.
For this reason, EPA believes that the
proposal is not subject to the public
hearing requirements of section 307(d)
and is not providing a public hearing on
the proposal.

List of Subjects
40 CFR Part 50

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,

Lead, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,
Particulate matter, Sulfur oxides.

40 CFR Part 81

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, National parks,
Wilderness areas.
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Dated: December 1, 1999.
Robert Brenner,

Acting Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation.

[FR Doc. 99-31757 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 194
[FRL-6505-2]
RIN 2060-AG85

Waste Characterization Program
Documents Applicable to Transuranic
Radioactive Waste From the Hanford
Site for Disposal at the Waste Isolation
Pilot Plant

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of availability; opening
of public comment period.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is announcing the
availability of, and soliciting public
comments for 30 days on, Department of
Energy (DOE) documents applicable to
characterization of transuranic (TRU)
radioactive waste at the Hanford site
proposed for disposal at the Waste
Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP). The
documents are entitled: “Hanford Site
Transuranic Waste Characterization
Quality Assurance Project Plan, HNF-
2599,” and ‘“Hanford Site Transuranic
Waste Certification Plan, HNF-2600.”
They are available for review in the
public dockets listed in ADDRESSES. EPA
will conduct an inspection of waste
characterization systems and processes
and the quality assurance program for
waste characterization at Hanford to
verify that the site can characterize
transuranic waste in accordance with
EPA’s WIPP compliance criteria. EPA
will perform this inspection the week of
January 10, 2000. This notice of the
inspection and comment period accords
with 40 CFR 194.8.

DATES: EPA is requesting public
comment on the documents. Comments
must be received by EPA’s official Air
Docket on or before January 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to: Docket No. A—98—49, Air
Docket, Room M—-1500 (LE-131), US
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street, S.W., Washington, DG 20460.
The DOE documents are available for
review in the official EPA Air Docket in
Washington, DC, Docket No. A—98-49,
Category II-A2, and at the following
three EPA WIPP informational docket
locations in New Mexico: in Carlsbad at

the Municipal Library, Hours: Monday-
Thursday, 10am-9pm, Friday-Saturday,
10am-6pm, and Sunday 1pm-5pm; in
Albuquerque at the Government
Publications Department, Zimmerman
Library, University of New Mexico,
Hours: vary by semester; and in Santa
Fe at the New Mexico State Library,
Hours: Monday-Friday, 9am-5pm.

As provided in EPA’s regulations at
40 CFR Part 2, and in accordance with
normal EPA docket procedures, if
copies of any docket materials are
requested, a reasonable fee may be
charged for photocopying.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Scott Monroe, Office of Radiation and
Indoor Air, (202) 564—9310 or call EPA’s
toll-free WIPP Information Line, 1-800—
331-WIPP.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

DOE is developing the WIPP near
Carlsbad in southeastern New Mexico as
a deep geologic repository for disposal
of TRU radioactive waste. As defined by
the WIPP Land Withdrawal Act (LWA)
of 1992 (Pub. L. No. 102-579), as
amended (Pub. L. No. 104-201), TRU
waste consists of materials containing
elements having atomic numbers greater
than 92 (with half-lives greater than
twenty years), in concentrations greater
than 100 nanocuries of alpha-emitting
TRU isotopes per gram of waste. Much
of the existing TRU waste consists of
items contaminated during the
production of nuclear weapons, such as
rags, equipment, tools, and sludges.

On May 13, 1998, EPA announced its
final compliance certification decision
to the Secretary of Energy (published
May 18, 1998, 63 FR 27354). This
decision stated that the WIPP will
comply with EPA’s radioactive waste
disposal regulations at 40 CFR part 191,
subparts B and C.

The final WIPP certification decision
includes conditions that (1) Prohibit
shipment of TRU waste for disposal at
WIPP from any site other than the Los
Alamos National Laboratory (LANL)
until the EPA determines that the site
has established and executed a quality
assurance program, in accordance with
194.22(a)(2)(i), 194.24(c)(3), and
194.24(c)(5) for waste characterization
activities and assumptions (Condition 2
of Appendix A to 40 CFR Part 194); and
(2) Prohibit shipment of TRU waste for
disposal at WIPP from any site other
than LANL until the EPA has approved
the procedures developed to comply
with the waste characterization
requirements of 194.22(c)(4) (Condition
3 of Appendix A to 40 CFR Part 194).
The EPA’s approval process for waste

generator sites is described in 194.8. As
part of EPA’s decision-making process,
the DOE is required to submit to EPA
appropriate documentation of quality
assurance and waste characterization
programs at each DOE waste generator
site seeking approval for shipment of
TRU radioactive waste to WIPP. In
accordance with 194.8, EPA will place
such documentation in the official Air
Docket in Washington, D.C., and
informational dockets in the State of
New Mexico for public review and
comment.

DOE has notified EPA that the
Hanford site is preparing to ship waste
to the WIPP. EPA will perform an
inspection of Hanford’s technical and
quality assurance programs for waste
characterization in accordance with
Conditions 2 and 3 of the WIPP
certification. The inspection is
scheduled to take place the week of
January 10, 2000.

EPA has placed two documents
pertinent to the inspection in the public
docket described in ADDRESSES. The
documents are entitled: (1) “Hanford
Site Transuranic Waste Characterization
Quality Assurance Project Plan, HNF—
2599,” and (2) “Hanford Site
Transuranic Waste Certification Plan,
HNF-2600" (Items [I-A2—22 and II-A2—
23). In accordance with 40 CFR 194.8,
as amended by the final certification
decision, EPA is providing the public 30
days to comment on these documents.

If EPA determines as a result of the
inspection that the proposed processes
and programs at Hanford adequately
control the characterization of
transuranic waste, we will notify DOE
by letter and place the letter in the
official Air Docket in Washington, DC,
as well as in the informational docket
locations in New Mexico. A letter of
approval will allow DOE to ship
transuranic waste from Hanford to the
WIPP. The EPA will not make a
determination of compliance prior to
the inspection or before the 30-day
comment period has closed.

Information on the certification
decision is filed in the official EPA Air
Docket, Docket No. A—93-02 and is
available for review in Washington, DC,
and at three EPA WIPP informational
docket locations in New Mexico. The
dockets in New Mexico contain only
major items from the official Air Docket
in Washington, DC, plus those
documents added to the official Air
Docket since the October 1992
enactment of the WIPP LWA.
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Dated: December 1, 1999.
Robert Brenner,

Acting Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation.

[FR Doc. 99-31756 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[DA No. 99-2584, MM Docket No. 99-340,
RM-9778]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Seymour, TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by
Seymour Radio Broadcasting Company
proposing the allotment of Channel
222C2 at Seymour, Texas, to provide the
community with additional FM
broadcast service. The channel can be
allotted to Seymour in compliance with
the Commission’s Rules provided there
is a site restriction 4 kilometers (2.51
miles) west of the community. The
coordinates for Channel 222C2 at
Seymour are 33—-34—49 NL and 99-18—
01 WL.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 13, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 28,
2000.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC. 20554.
In addition to filing comments with
the FCC, interested parties should serve
the petitioner’s counsel, as follows:
Robert Lewis Thompson, Taylor
Thiemann & Aitken, 908 King Street,
Suite 300, Alexandria, Virginia 22314.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418—2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-340, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 22, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center, 445
12th Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 1231 20th
Street, NW., Washington, DC. 20036,
(202) 857-3800, facsimile (202) 857—
3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding. Members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
allotments. See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for
rules governing permissible ex parte
contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.

John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31803 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA No. 99-2564, MM Docket No. 99-331,
RM-9728]

Radio Broadcasting Services; College
Station and Madisonville, TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by
Sunburst Media, LP, requesting the
reallotment of Channel 241C2 from
Madisonville, Texas, to College Station,
Texas, and modification of the license
for Station KAAG to specify College
Station, Texas, as the community of
license. The coordinates for Channel
241C2 at College Station are 30-45-26
and 96—24-33. In accordance with
Section 1.420(i) of the Commission’s
Rules, we shall not accept competing
expressions of interest in the use of
Channel 241C2 at College Station.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 10, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 25,
2000.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.
In addition to filing comments with
the FCC, interested parties should serve
the petitioner’s counsel, as follows:
Gregg P. Skall, Lee G. Petro, Pepper &
Corazzini, L.L.P, 1776 K Street, NW,
Suite 200, Washington, DC 20006.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418-2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-331, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 19, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy
contractors, International Transcription
Services, Inc., 1231 20th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 857—-3800,
facsimile (202) 857—3805. Provisions of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980
do not apply to this proceeding.
Members of the public should note that
from the time a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making is issued until the matter is no
longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.

John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31804 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA No. 99-2582, MM Docket No. 99-338,
RM-9746]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Shiner,
TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by Elgin
FM Limited Partnership proposing the
allotment of Channel 232C3 at Shiner,
Texas, as the community’s first FM
broadcast service. The channel can be
allotted to Shiner in compliance with
the Commission’s Rules provided there
is a site restriction 15.5 kilometers (9.7
miles) east of the community. The
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coordinates for Channel 232C3 at Shiner
are 29—28-50 NL and 97-19-10 WL.
Mexican concurrence will be requested
for the allotment at Shiner.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 13, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 28,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.

In addition to filing comments with
the FCC, interested parties should serve
the petitioner’s counsel, as follows: Ann
C. Farhat, Bechtel & Cole Chartered,
1901 L Street, NW, Suite 250,
Washington, DC 20036.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418—-2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-338, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 22, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center, 445
12th Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 1231 20th
Street, NW., Washington, DC. 20036,
(202) 857-3800, facsimile (202) 857—
3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding. Members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
allotments. See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for
rules governing permissible ex parte
contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31805 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA No. 99-2582, MM Docket No. 99-337,
RM-9524]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Santa
Anna, TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by
Wagonwheel Broadcasting of Santa
Anna proposing the allotment of
Channel 288C3 at Santa Anna, Texas, as
the community’s first FM broadcast
service. The channel can be allotted to
Santa Anna in compliance with the
Commission’s Rules provided there is a
site restriction 12.7 kilometers (7.9
miles) south of the community. The
coordinates for Channel 288C3 at Santa
Anna are 31-37-38 NL and 99-20-03
WL. Mexican concurrence will be
requested for this allotment.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 13, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 28,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.

In addition to filing comments with
the FCC, interested parties should serve
the petitioner’s counsel, as follows:
Henry E. Crawford, Law Offices of
Henry E. Crawford, 1150 Connecticut
Avenue, NW, Suite 900, Washington,
DC 20036—4192.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418-2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-337, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 22, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center, 445
12th Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 1231 20th
Street, NW., Washington, DC. 20036,
(202) 857-3800, facsimile (202) 857—
3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding. Members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to

Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
allotments. See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for
rules governing permissible ex parte
contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.

John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31806 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA No. 99-2582, MM Docket No. 99-336,
RM-9758]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Rocksprings, TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by
Rocksprings Radio Broadcasting
Company proposing the allotment of
Channel 223A at Rocksprings, Texas, as
the community’s first FM broadcast
service. The channel can be allotted to
Rocksprings in compliance with the
Commission’s Rules provided there is a
site restriction 11.9 kilometers (7.4
miles) northwest of the community. The
coordinates for Channel 223A at
Rocksprings are 30-05—-18 NL and 100-
18-02 WL.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 13, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 28,
2000.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.
In addition to filing comments with
the FCC, interested parties should serve
the petitioner’s counsel, as follows:
Robert Lewis Thompson, Taylor
Thiemann & Aitken, L.C., 908 King
Street, Suite 300, Alexandria, VA 22314.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418—-2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a

summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
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99-336, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 22, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center, 445
12th Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 1231 20th
Street, NW., Washington, DC. 20036,
(202) 857-3800, facsimile (202) 857—
3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding. Members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
allotments. See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for
rules governing permissible ex parte
contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.

John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31807 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA No. 99-2582, MM Docket No. 99-335,
RM-9771]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Lindale,
TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by Wayne
Blackwelder d/b/a Cafe Broadcasting,
Inc. proposing the allotment of Channel
239A at Lindale, Texas, as the
community’s first FM broadcast service.
The channel can be allotted to Lindale
in compliance with the Commission’s
Rules provided there is a site restriction
5.4 kilometers (3.3 miles) northeast of
the community. The coordinates for
Channel 239A at Lindale are 32—-32—09
NL and 95-21-36 WL.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 13, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 28,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

In addition to filing comments with
the FCC, interested parties should serve
the petitioner, as follows: Wayne
Blackwelder, Cafe Broadcasting, Inc.,
2122 Anthony Drive, Tyler, Texas
75703.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418-2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-335, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 22, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center, 445
12th Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 1231 20th
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20036,
(202) 857-3800, facsimile (202) 857—
3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding. Members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
allotments. See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for
rules governing permissible ex parte
contact.

For information regarding proper

filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31808 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA No. 99-2582, MM Docket No. 99-334,
RM-9772]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Carney,
MI

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by
Escanaba License Corp. proposing the
allotment of Channel 260A at Carney,
Michigan, as the community’s first FM
broadcast service. The channel can be
allotted to Carney in compliance with
the Commission’s Rules provided there
is a site restriction 7.8 kilometers (4.9
miles) west of the community. The
coordinates for Channel 260A at Carney
are 45—35-30 NL and 87-39-37 WL.
Canadian concurrence will be requested
for the allotment at Carney.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 13, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 28,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
In addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner’s counsel, as follows: Denise
B. Moline, 100 Carpenter Drive, Suite
100, P. O. Box 217, Sterling, VA 20167
and to Lyle R. Evans, President,
Escanaba License Corp., 1101 A.
Ludington Street, Escanaba, MI 49829.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418-2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-334, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 22, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center, 445
12th Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 1231 20th
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20036,
(202) 857-3800, facsimile (202) 857—
3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
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is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31809 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA 99-2562; MM Docket No. 99-329; RM—
9701]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Avalon,
Fountain Valley, Adelanto, Ridgecrest
and Riverside, CA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition for rule making
filed on behalf of Amaturo Group of
L.A., Ltd., licensee of Stations KLIT,
Channel 224A, Avalon, California,
KELT, Channel 224A, Riverside,
California, and KMLT, Channel 224A,
Thousand Oaks, California. Petitioner
seeks the following changes: (1) reallot
Channel 224A from Avalon to Fountain
Valley, California, as that community’s
first local aural transmission service and
modify the license for Station KLIT to
specify operation on Channel 224A at
the latter community; (2) reallot
Channel 224A from Riverside to
Adelanto, California, as that
community’s first local aural
transmission service and modify the
license of Station KELT accordingly; (3)
substitute Channel 224A for Channel
224B1 at Ridgecrest and modify the
license of Station KZIQ-FM, at a revised
transmitter site; (4) revise the reference

coordinates of Station KMLT, Channel
224A, Thousand Oaks, California, to
specify 34-13-05 NL; 118-56—42 NL, to
accommodate the proposed reallotment
of Channel 224A to Fountain Valley.
Coordinates used for Channel 224A at
Fountain Valley, California, are 33—36—
56 NL; 117-55—-33 WL; coordinates used
for Channel 224 A at Adelanto,
California, are 34—36—11 NL; 117-28-01
WL; coordinates used for Channel 224A
at Ridgecrest, California, are 35—-37-27
NL; 117-41-10 WL. As Fountain Valley
and Adelanto, California, are both
located within 320 kilometers (199
miles) of the U.S.-Mexico border,
concurrence of the Mexican government
to the proposed allotments is required.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 10, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 25,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Secretary, Federal
Communications Commission,
Washington, DC 20554.

In addition to filing comments with
the FCC, interested parties should serve
the petitioner’s counsel, as follows:
Bradford D. Carey and Ashton R. Hardy,
Esgs., Hardy & Carey, L.L.P., 110
Veterans Blvd., Suite 300, Metairie,
Louisiana 70005.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy Joyner, Mass Media Bureau, (202)
418-2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-329, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 19, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
FCC’s Reference Information Center
(Room CY—-A257), 445 Twelfth Street,
SW., Washington, DC. The complete
text of this decision may also be
purchased from the Commission’s copy
contractor, International Transcription
Service, Inc., 1231 20th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 857—-3800.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in

Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contacts.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, See 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

Federal Communications Commission.

John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31810 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA No. 99-2584, MM Docket No. 99-341,
RM-9776]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Gwinn,
Mi

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by AFB/
Gwinn Broadcasting proposing the
allotment of Channel 262C3 at Gwinn,
Michigan, to provide the community
with its first local FM broadcast service.
The channel can be allotted to Gwinn in
compliance with the Commission’s
Rules provided there is a site restriction
6.8 kilometers (4.3 miles) east of the
community. The coordinates for
Channel 262C3 at Gwinn are 46—17—-20
NL and 87-21-10 WL. Canadian
concurrence will be requested for the
allotment of Channel 262C3 at Gwinn.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 13, 2000, and reply
comments on or before January 28,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
In addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner’s counsel, as follows: Robert J.
Buenzle, Law Offices of Robert J.
Buenzle, 12110 Sunset Hills Road,
Reston, Virginia 22090.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418—2180.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
99-341, adopted November 10, 1999,
and released November 22, 1999. The
full text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center, 445
12th Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 1231 20th

Street, NW., Washington, DC. 20036,
(202) 857-3800, facsimile (202) 857—
3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding. Members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
allotments. See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for

rules governing permissible ex parte
contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31811 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. 99-088-1]

Notice of Request for Extension of
Approval of an Information Collection

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Extension of approval of an
information collection; comment
request.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this
notice announces the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service’s intention to
request an extension of approval of an
information collection in support of the
regulations, which were issued under
the Animal Welfare Act, governing the
humane handling, care, treatment, and
transportation of certain animals by
dealers, research institutions, exhibitors,
carriers, and intermediate handlers.

DATES: Comments on this notice must be
received by February 7, 2000 to be
assured of consideration.

ADDRESSES: We invite you to comment
regarding the accuracy of burden
estimate, ways to minimize the burden
(such as through the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology), or any other
aspect of this collection of information.
Please send your comment and three
copies to: Docket No. 99-088-1,
Regulatory Analysis and Development,
PPD, APHIS, Suite 3C03, 4700 River
Road Unit 118, Riverdale, MD 20737—
1238.

Please state that your comment refers to
Docket No. 99-088—1.

You may read any comments that we
receive on this docket in our comment
reading room. The reading room is
located in room 1141 of the USDA
South Building, 14th Street and
Independence Avenue, SW.,

Washington, DC. Normal reading room
hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except holidays. To be
sure someone is there to help you,
please call (202) 690-2817 before
coming.

APHIS documents published in the
Federal Register and related
information are available on the Internet
at http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppd/rad/
webrepor.html.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information on the regulations
governing the humane handling, care,
treatment, and transportation of certain
animals by dealers, research
institutions, exhibitors, carriers, and
intermediate handlers, contact Dr. Jerry
DePoyster, Animal Care Staff Officer,
AC, APHIS, 4700 River Road, Unit 84,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1234; (301)734—
7833. For copies of more detailed
information on the information
collection, contact Ms. Cheryl Groves,
APHIS’ Information Collection
Coordinator, at (301) 734-5086.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Animal Welfare.

OMB Number: 0579-0093.

Expiration Date of Approval: April 30,
2000.

Type of Request: Extension of
approval of an information collection.

Abstract: Regulations have been
promulgated under the Animal Welfare
Act (the Act)(7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) to
ensure that animals intended for use in
research facilities, for exhibition
purposes, or for use as pets are provided
humane care and treatment. The
regulations also ensure the humane
treatment of animals during
transportation in commerce.

The regulations at 9 CFR part 3,
subparts A and D, which concern dogs,
cats, and nonhuman primates, require
regulated facilities to keep certain
records and provide certain information.
We review this information to evaluate
program compliance. These records
provide a workable enforcement system
to carry out the requirements of the Act,
and the intent of Congress, on a
practical daily basis without resorting to
more detailed and stringent regulations.

The reporting and recordkeeping
requirements of 9 CFR, part 3, subparts
A and D, do not mandate the use of any
official government form.

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act
of 1995 (44 U.S.C. chapter 35), we are
asking the Office of Management and

Budget (OMB) to approve the continued
use of this information collection
activity.

The purpose of this notice is to solicit
comments from the public (as well as
affected agencies) concerning our
information collection. These comments
will help us:

(1) Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the Agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility;

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of our
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used;

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(4) Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, through use, as
appropriate, of automated, electronic,
mechanical, and other collection
technologies, e.g., permitting electronic
submission of responses.

Estimate of burden: The public
reporting burden for this collection of
information is estimated to average .606
hours per response.

Respondents: Dealers, exhibitors,
carriers, handlers, and research
facilities.

Estimated annual number of
respondents: 8,200.

Estimated annual number of
responses per respondent: 8.849.

Estimated annual number of
responses: 72,565.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 43,975. (Due to rounding,
the total annual burden hours may not
equal the product of the annual number
of responses multiplied by the average
reporting burden per response.)

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

Done in Washington, DG, this 2nd day of
December 1999.

Craig A. Reed,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31776 Filed 12—7—-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-U
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

John Day/Snake Resource Advisory
Council, Hells Canyon Subgroup

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Hells Canyon Subgroup
of the John Day/Snake Resource
Advisory Council will meet on January
13 and 14, 2000, at the First
Presbyterian Church, 1995 4th Street,
Baker City, Oregon. The meeting will
begin at 9:00 a.m. and continue until
5:00 p.m. the first day and will begin at
8:00 a.m. and continue until 4:00 p.m.
on the second day. Agenda items to be
covered include: (1) Review draft CMP

alternatives and, (2) Open public forum.

All meetings are open to the public.
Public comments will be received at
1:30 p.m. on January 13.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Direct questions regarding this meeting
to Kendall Clark, Area Ranger, USDA,
Hells Canyon National Recreation Area,
88401 Highway 82, Enterprise, OR
97828, 541-426-5501.

Dated: November 30, 1999.
Karyn L. Wood,
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 99-31812 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

DOC has submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
clearance the following proposal for
collection of information under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act (44 U.S.C. chapter 35).

Agency: U.S. Census Bureau.

Title: 2000 Annual Demographic
Survey—Supplement to the Current
Population Survey.

Form Number(s): CPS-580, —580(SP),
-676, —676(SP).

Agency Approval Number: 0607—
0354.

Type of Request: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Burden: 20,833 hours.

Number of Respondents: 50,000.

Avg. Hours Per Response: 25 minutes.

Needs and Uses: The Census Bureau
conducts the Annual Demographic
Survey (ADS) every year in March in
conjunction with the Current
Population Survey (CPS). The Census
Bureau, the Bureau of Labor Statistics,
and the Department of Health and

Human Services sponsor this
supplement. In the ADS, we collect
information on work experience,
personal income and noncash benefits,
household noncash benefits, health
insurance coverage, participation in
welfare reform benefits, race, and
migration.

The work experience items in the
ADS provide a unique measure of the
dynamic nature of the labor force as
viewed over a one-year period. These
items produce statistics that show
movements in and out of the labor force
by measuring the number of periods of
unemployment experienced by persons,
the number of different employers
worked for during the year, the
principal reasons for unemployment,
and part-/full-time attachment to the
labor force. The income data from the
ADS are used by social planners,
economists, Government officials, and
market researchers to gauge the
economic well-being of the Nation as a
whole, and selected population groups
of interest. Government planners and
researchers use these data to monitor
and evaluate the effectiveness of various
assistance programs. Market researchers
use these data to identify and isolate
potential customers. Social planners use
these data to forecast economic
conditions and to identify special
groups that seem to be especially
sensitive to economic fluctuations.
Economists use March data to determine
the effects of various economic forces,
such as inflation, recession, recovery,
etc., and their differential effects on
various population groups. Researchers
evaluate March income data not only to
determine poverty levels, but also to
determine whether Government
programs are reaching eligible
households.

The March 2000 ADS contains, for the
most part, the same items from last year.
We have made improvements to the
welfare reform questions based on
cognitive testing.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Frequency: Annually.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

Legal Authority: Title 13 USC, Section
182 and Title 29 USC, Sections 1-9.

OMB Desk Officer: Susan Schechter,
(202) 395-5103.

Copies of the above information
collection proposal can be obtained by
calling or writing Linda Engelmeier,
DOC Forms Clearance Officer, (202)
482-3272, Department of Commerce,
room 5027, 14th and Constitution
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20230 (or
via the Internet at LEngelme@doc.gov).

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed

information collection should be sent

within 30 days of publication of this

notice to Susan Schechter, OMB Desk

Officer, room 10201, New Executive

Office Building, Washington, DC 20503.
Dated: December 3, 1999.

Linda Engelmeier,

Departmental Forms Clearance Officer, Office
of the Chief Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 99-31769 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 3510-07—P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Census Bureau

Survey of Income and Program
Participation (SIPP) Wave 2 of the 2000
Panel

ACTION: Proposed collection; comment
request.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other federal agencies to take
this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13 (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)).

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before February 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Linda Engelmeier, Departmental
Forms Clearance Officer, Department of
Commerce, Room 5027, 14th and
Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington,
DC 20230 (or via the Internet at
LEngelme@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument(s) and instructions should
be directed to Judith H. Eargle, Census
Bureau, FOB 3, Room 3379,
Washington, DC 20233-0001, (301) 457—
3819.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract

The Census Bureau conducts the SIPP
which is a household-based survey
designed as a continuous series of
national panels. New panels are
introduced every few years with each
panel usually having durations of 3 to
4 years. Respondents are interviewed
once every four months in monthly
rotations. Approximately 11,500
households are in the 2000 panel.

The SIPP represents a source of
information for a wide variety of topics
and allows information for separate
topics to be integrated to form a single,
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unified database so that the interaction
between tax, transfer, and other
government and private policies can be
examined. Government domestic-policy
formulators depend heavily upon the
SIPP information concerning the
distribution of income received directly
as money or indirectly as in-kind
benefits and the effect of tax and
transfer programs on this distribution.
They also need improved and expanded
data on the income and general
economic and financial situation of the
U.S. population. The SIPP has provided
these kinds of data on a continuing basis
since 1983 permitting levels of
economic well-being and changes in
these levels to be measured over time.

The survey is molded around a
central “core” of labor force and income
questions that will remain fixed
throughout the life of a panel. The core
is supplemented with questions
designed to answer specific needs, such
as obtaining information on taxes, the
ownership and contributions made to
the Individual Retirement Account,
Keogh and 401K plans, examining
patterns in respondent work schedules,
and child care arrangements. These
supplemental questions are included
with the core and are referred to as
“topical modules.”

The topical modules for the 2000
Panel Wave 2 collect information about:

* Work Disability History.

* Education and Training History.

» Marital History.
Fertility History.
Migration History.
Household Relationships.

Wave 2 interviews will be conducted
from June 2000 through September
2000.

II. Method of Collection

The SIPP is designed as a continuing
series of national panels of interviewed
households that are introduced every
few years with each panel having
durations of 1 to 4 years. All household
members 15 years old or over are
interviewed using regular proxy-
respondent rules. During the 2000
panel, respondents are interviewed a
total of three times (3 waves) at 4-month
intervals making the SIPP a longitudinal
survey. Sample people (all household
members present at the time of the first
interview) who move within the country
and reasonably close to a SIPP primary
sampling unit will be followed and
interviewed at their new address.
Individuals 15 years old or over who
enter the household after Wave 1 will be
interviewed; however, if these
individuals move, they are not followed
unless they happen to move along with
a Wave 1 sample individual.

II1. Data

OMB Number: 0607—0865.

Form Number: SIPP/CAPI Automated
Instrument.

Type of Review: Regular.

Affected Public: Individuals or
Households.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
24,150.

Estimated Time Per Response: 30
minutes per person.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 25,467.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: The
only cost to respondents is their time.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

Legal Authority: Title 13, United
States Code, Section 182.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for the Office of
Management and Budget approval of
this information collection; they also
will become a matter of public record.

Dated: December 3, 1999.
Linda Engelmeier,

Departmental Forms Clearance Officer, Office
of the Chief Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 99-31768 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-07-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-405-802]

Certain Cut-to-Length Carbon Steel
Plate From Finland; Notice of
Amended Final Results of
Administrative Review in Accordance
With Final Court Decision

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of Amended Final
Results of Administrative Review in
Accordance with Final Court Decision

on Certain Cut-to-Length Carbon Steel
Plate from Finland.

SUMMARY: On April 27, 1999, the U.S.
Court of International Trade affirmed in
part and reversed in part the
Department of Commerce’s remand
determination of the final results of the
antidumping duty administrative review
of certain cut-to-length carbon steel
plate from Finland. As there is now a
final and conclusive court decision in
this action, we are amending our final
results.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 8, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Rast or Linda Ludwig, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—1324 and (202)
482-3833, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:

Background

On April 15, 1997, the Department of
Commerce (the Department) published
the final results of the second
administrative review in Certain Cut-to-
Length Carbon Steel Plate from Finland,
62 FR 18468 (April 15, 1997) (Final
Results), covering the period August 1,
1994 through July 31, 1995. In the Final
Results the Department treated subject
merchandise produced to different
grade “A” shipbuilding specifications as
non-identical merchandise. The
Department also used facts available as
normal value (NV) for home market
sales of wide flat products or beveled
plate. The Department used as facts
available 32.80 percent ad valorem, the
weighted-average duty rate from the
original less than fair value (LTFV)
investigation.

Subsequent to the publication of the
Department’s Final Results, both
respondent Rautaruukki Oy
(Rautaruukki) and petitioners appealed
the Final Results to the U.S. Court of
International Trade (the Court).
Respondent argued that the Department
should have treated all grade “A”
shipbuilding steel as identical
merchandise. Petitioners argued that, as
facts available, the Department should
have used the rate which resulted from
the court challenge to the original LTFV
investigation. See Rautaruukki Oy v.
United States, Slip Op. 97-56 (CIT, May
13, 1997); Certain Cut-to-Length Carbon
Steel Plate from Finland: Amended
Final Determination of Sales at Less
Than Fair Value, 62 FR 55782, 55783
(October 28, 1997).

Based on these challenges the Court
remanded the Final Results. See
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Rautaruukki Oy v. United States, Slip
Op. 98-112 (CIT, August 4, 1998). On
remand, the Court instructed the
Department to (1) use as facts available
for wide flats and beveled plate
products the revised weighted-average
rate of 40.36 percent from the original
investigation, and (2) obtain additional
grade “A” shipbuilding plate
information from the respondent
Rautaruukki and reconsider its decision
on identical product matches.

On October 30, 1998, the Department
filed its remand determination with the
Court. In its determination, the
Department maintained that the
specifications for grade “A”
shipbuilding steel in this case are not
identical for model-match purposes.
The Department noted that, in any
event, treating grade “A”’ shipbuilding
plate produced to different
specifications as identical merchandise
would not have affected the calculated
dumping margin. Additionally, the
Department used a partial facts available
rate of 40.36 percent which resulted in
a margin of 30.70 percent for the period
August 1, 1994 through July 31, 1995.

On April 27, 1999, the Court
sustained the Department’s use of the
revised partial facts available rate in
recalculating a weighted-average duty
rate. The Gourt reversed the
Department’s remand determination as
it relates to the treatment of grade “A”
merchandise. In this regard, the Court
instructed Commerce to recalculate the
dumping margin, treating all grade “A”
steel plate as identical merchandise. See
Rautaruukki Oy v. United States, Slip
Op. 99-39 (CIT, April 27, 1999). Despite
this instruction, the Court did not
remand the final results to the
Department, nor did the Court request
that the Department inform the Court of
its actions.

Pursuant to the Court’s order, we have
placed on the record in this case the
margin calculation program in which
we treated all grade “A” shipbuilding
steel plate as identical merchandise.
The results of the recalculation did not
affect the margin calculation specified
in the Department’s remand
determination.

Amendment to Final Results of Review

Because there is now a final and
conclusive decision in the court
proceeding, effective as of the
publication date of this notice, the
following final weighted-average
dumping margin exists:

CERTAIN CUT-TO-LENGTH CARBON

STEEL
Weighted-
Producer/Manufacturer/exporter average
margin
Rautaruukki Oy ........cccocoeeveennen. 30.70

The Department will instruct the
Customs Service to change the cash
deposit requirements in accordance
with the above rate and assess
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries. The Department will issue
appraisement instructions directly to
the Customs Service.

Dated: November 10, 1999.
Robert S. LaRussa,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 99-31796 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Location of the Closed Meeting of the
U.S. Automotive Parts Advisory
Committee (APAC)

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The APAC will have a closed
meeting on December 16, 1999 in
Detroit, Michigan to discuss U.S.-made
automotive parts sales in Japanese and
other Asian markets.

DATES: December 16, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Robert Reck, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Room 4036, Washington,
D.C. 20230, telephone: 202—-482-1418.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The U.S.
Automotive Parts Advisory Committee
(the “Committee’’) advises U.S.
Government officials on matters relating
to the implementation of the Fair Trade
in Automotive Parts Act of 1998 (Public
Law 105-261). It was previously
announced in the December 3, 1999
Federal Register Notice, that the APAC
will have a closed meeting on December
16, 1999 at a location to be announced.
It has been determined that the meeting
will be held in Detroit, Michigan.

The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of
the General Counsel formally
determined on November 29, 1999,
pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended,
that the December 16 meeting of the
Committee and of any subcommittee
thereof, dealing with privileged or

confidential commercial information
may be exempt from the provisions of
the Act relating to open meeting and
public participation therein because
these items are concerned with matters
that are within the purview of 5 U.S.C.
552b (c)(4) and (9)(B). A copy of the
Notice of Determination is available for
public inspection and copying in the
Department of Commerce Records
Inspection Facility, Room 6020, Main
Commerce.

Dated: December 3, 1999.
Thomas Sobotta,
Acting Director, Office of Automotive Affairs.
[FR Doc. 99-31822 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-U

COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS

Notice of Meeting

The next meeting of the Commission
of Fine Arts is scheduled for 16
December 1999 at 10:00 AM in the
Commission’s offices at the National
Building Museum (Pension Building),
Suite 312, Judiciary Square, 441 F
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., 20001-
2728. Items of discussion will include
designs for projects affecting the
appearance of Washington, D.C.,
including buildings and parks.

Inquiries regarding the agenda and
requests to submit written or oral
statements should be addressed to
Charles H. Atherton, Secretary,
Commission of Fine Arts, at the above
address or call 202—-504-2200.
Individuals requiring sign language
interpretation for the hearing impaired
should contact the Secretary at least 10
days before the meeting date.

Dated in Washington, D.C., 30
November 1999.

Charles H. Atherton,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31706 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6330-01-M

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Limits for Certain
Cotton, Wool, Man-Made Fiber, Silk
Blend and Other Vegetable Fiber
Textiles and Textile Products
Produced or Manufactured in the
People’'s Republic of China

December 2, 1999.
AGENCY: Committee for the

Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).
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ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs increasing
limits.

Category

limit

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 9, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Janet Heinzen, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482—4212. For information on the
quota status of these limits, refer to the
Quota Status Reports posted on the
bulletin boards of each Customs port,
call (202) 927-5850, or refer to the U.S.
Customs website at http://
www.customs.ustreas.gov. For
information on embargoes and quota re-
openings, call (202) 482-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for certain
categories are being increased for
carryforward.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 63 FR 71096,
published on December 23, 1998). Also
see 63 FR 67046, published on
December 4, 1998.

Troy H. Cribb,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

December 2, 1999.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on November 30, 1998, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton, wool,
man-made fiber, silk blend and other
vegetable fiber textiles and textile products,
produced or manufactured in China and
exported during the twelve-month period
which began on January 1, 1999 and extends
through December 31, 1999.

Effective on December 9, 1999, you are
directed to increase the limits for the
following categories, as provided for under
the terms of the current bilateral textile
agreement between the Governments of the
United States and the People’s Republic of
China:

Sublevels in Group |
239 i,

Group I

330, 332, 349, 353,
354, 359-03, 431,
432, 439, 459,
630, 632, 653, 654
and 659-04, as a

group.

Level not in a Group
870 ..coovveiiieie,

3,324,737 kilograms.
137,772,168 square
meters.

139,355 dozen.
137,568 numbers.
17,442,819 kilograms.

133,538,656 square
meters equivalent.

35,926,418 kilograms.

1The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December

31, 1998.

2Category 670-L:

only

HTS numbers

4202.12.8030, 4202.12.8070, 4202.92.3020,

4202.92.3031,
6307.90.9907.

4202.92.9026

and

3 Category 359-0: all HTS numbers except

6103.42.2025,
6104.69.8010,
6203.42.2010,
6211.32.0010,
(Category

6103.19.9030,
6110.20.1022,
6110.20.2035,
6201.92.2010,
6203.19.9030,

6103.49.8034,
6114.20.0048,
6203.42.2090,

6211.32.0025,

359-C);
6104.12.0040,
6110.20.1024.
6110.90.9044.
6202.92.2020,
6204.12.0040,

6104.62.1020,
6114.20.0052,
6204.62.2010,

6211.42.0010
6103.19.2030,
6104.19.8040,
6110.20.2030,
6110.90.9046,
6203.19.1030,
6204.19.8040,

6211.32.0070 and 6211.42.0070 (Category

359-V).

4 Category 659-0: all HTS numbers except

6103.23.0055,
6103.49.2000,
6104.63.1030,
6114.30.3044,
6203.43.2090,
6204.63.1510,
6211.33.0010,
(Category

6504.00.9015,
6505.90.6090,
(Category

6112.31.0020,
6112.41.0030,
6211.11.1020,

6103.43.2020,
6103.49.8038,
6104.69.1000,
6114.30.3054,
6203.49.1010,
6204.69.1010,

6211.33.0017,

659—C);
6504.00.9060,

6505.90.7090,

659—H);
6112.41.0010,
6112.41.0040,

6211.12.1010
6211.12.1020 (Category 659-S).

6103.43.2025,
6104.63.1020,
6104.69.8014,
6203.43.2010,
6203.49.1090,
6210.10.9010,

6211.43.0010
6502.00.9030,
6505.90.5090,

6505.90.8090
6112.31.0010,
6112.41.0020,
6211.11.1010,
and

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,
Troy H. Cribb,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.
[FR Doc. 99-31767 Filed 12—-7—99; 8:45 am]|

BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

Adjusted twelve-month COMMITTEE FOR THE

IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Increase of Guaranteed Access Levels
for Certain Cotton and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in the Dominican
Republic

December 2, 1999.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs increasing
guaranteed access levels.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 9, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Naomi Freeman, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482—4212. For information on the
quota status of these limits, refer to the
Quota Status Reports posted on the
bulletin boards of each Customs port,
call (202) 927-5850, or refer to the U.S.
Customs website at http://
www.customs.ustreas.gov. For
information on embargoes and quota re-
openings, call (202) 482-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

Upon the request of the Government
of the Dominican Republic, the U.S.
Government has agreed to increase the
current Guaranteed Access Levels for
textile products in Categories 338/638
and 347/348/647/648.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 63 FR 71096,
published on December 23, 1998). Also
see 63 FR 63297, published on
November 12, 1998.

Troy H. Cribb,
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile

Agreements

December 2, 1999.

Commissioner of Customs,

Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on November 5, 1998, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton, wool and
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man-made fiber textile products, produced or
manufactured in the Dominican Republic
and exported during the twelve-month
period which began on January 1, 1999 and
extends through December 31, 1999.
Effective on December 9, 1999, you are
directed to increase the Guaranteed Access
Levels for the categories listed below for the
period beginning on January 1, 1999 and
extending through December 31, 1999.

Category Guaran}g\t/egl access
338/638 .......ccveuene 7,650,000 dozen.
347/348/647/648 ...... 9,550,000 dozen.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Troy H. Cribb,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 99-31764 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Limits for Certain
Cotton and Man-Made Fiber Textile
Products Produced or Manufactured in
Oman

December 2, 1999.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs increasing
limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 8, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Roy
Unger, International Trade Specialist,
Office of Textiles and Apparel, U.S.
Department of Commerce, (202) 482—
4212. For information on the quota
status of these limits, refer to the Quota
Status Reports posted on the bulletin
boards of each Customs port, call (202)
927-5850, or refer to the U.S. Customs
website at http://
www.customs.ustreas.gov. For
information on embargoes and quota re-
openings, call (202) 482-3715.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for Categories 340/
640 and 347/348 are being increased for

carryforward.
A description of the textile and

apparel categories in terms of HTS

numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 63 FR 71096,
published on December 23, 1998). Also
see 63 FR 60306, published on
November 9, 1998.

Troy H. Cribb,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

December 2, 1999.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on November 3, 1998, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton, man-
made fiber, silk blend and other vegetable
fiber textile products, produced or
manufactured in Oman and exported during
the twelve-month period beginning on
January 1, 1999 and extending through
December 31, 1999.

Effective on December 8, 1999, you are
directed to increase the limits for the
following categories, as provided for under
the current bilateral textile agreement
between the Governments of the United
States and the Sultanate of Oman:

Category AdjustedI it\n/qvitillve-month
340/640 ......cccveenee. 302,439 dozen.
347/348 .....oeveeee, 1,122,742 dozen.

1The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December
31, 1998.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Troy H. Cribb,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 99-31766 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Limits for Certain
Cotton and Man-Made Fiber Textile
Products Produced or Manufactured in
Sri Lanka

December 2, 1999.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs adjusting
limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 9, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.: ROy
Unger, International Trade Specialist,
Office of Textiles and Apparel, U.S.
Department of Commerce, (202) 482—
4212. For information on the quota
status of these limits, refer to the Quota
Status Reports posted on the bulletin
boards of each Customs port, call (202)
927-5850, or refer to the U.S. Customs
website at http://
www.customs.ustreas.gov. For
information on embargoes and quota re-
openings, call (202) 482-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for certain
categories are being adjusted for swing
and undoing of swing.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 63 FR 71096,
published on December 23, 1998). Also
see 63 FR 53880, published on October
7,1998.

Troy H. Cribb,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

December 2, 1999.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on September 30, 1998, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton, wool,
man-made fiber, silk blend and other
vegetable fiber textiles and textile products,
produced or manufactured in Sri Lanka and
exported during the twelve-month period
which began on January 1, 1999 and extends
through December 31, 1999.

Effective on December 9, 1999, you are
directed to adjust the limits for the following
categories, as provided for under the Uruguay
Round Agreement on Textiles and Clothing:
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Adjusted twelve-month

Category limit 1
331/631 ..cveevireee 3,873,577 dozen pairs.
341/641 ......cuuvveen. 2,300,826 dozen of

which not more than
1,667,069 dozen
shall be in Category
341 and not more
than 1,667,069
dozen shall be in
Category 641.

288,699 kilograms.

5,220,837 square me-
ters.

1The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December
31, 1998.

2Category 369-D: only HTS
6302.60.0010, 6302.91.0005
6302.91.0045.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Troy H. Cribb,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 99-31765 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

numbers
and

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Defense Science Board Task Force on
DoD Frequency Spectrum Issues

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary,
Department of Defense.

ACTION: Notice of closed advisory
committee meetings.

SUMMARY: The Defense Science Board
Task Force on DoD Frequency Spectrum
Issues will meet in closed session on
December 10, 1999, January 20-21,
February 24-25, March 29-30, April 20—
21, May 24-25, 2000 at SAIC, 4001 N.
Fairfax Drive, Arlington, Virginia
(except for the 10 December meeting
which will be held at the Joint Spectrum
Center, Annapolis, MD).

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense through the Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Technology
and Logistics on scientific and technical
matters as they affect the perceived
needs of the Department of Defense. At
the meeting, noted above, the Task
Force will examine the competing
interest in, and access to, the RF
frequency spectrum and its impact on
military readiness and national security
in the 21st century. This study will
review and evaluate DoD user frequency
spectrum requirements and related

advances in technology to improve
utilization of this finite resource.

In accordance with Section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Public Law No. 92-463, as amended (5
U.S.C. App. II), it has been determined
that these DSB Task Force meetings
concern matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c)(1) and that accordingly these
meetings will be closed to the public.

Dated: December 2, 1999.
L.M. Bynum,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 99-31758 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy

Notice of Intent To Grant Exclusive
License; PyroGenesis Inc.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy
hereby gives notice of its intent to grant
to PyroGenesis Inc. a revocable,
nonassignable, exclusive license to
practice the government-owned
inventions described in U.S. Patent
Number 5,960,026 entitled, ““Organic
Waste Disposal System.”

DATES: Anyone wishing to object to the
grant of this license must file written
objections along with supporting
evidence, if any, not later than February
7, 2000.

ADDRESS: Written objections are to be
filed with the Carderock Division, Naval
Surface Warfare Center, Code 004, 9500
MacArthur Blvd., West Bethesda, MD
20817-5700.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Dick Bloomquist, Director Technology
Transfer, Carderock Division, Naval
Surface Warfare Center, Code 0117,
9500 MacArthur Blvd., West Bethesda,
MD 20817-5700, telephone (301) 227—
4299.

Dated: November 24, 1999.
J.L. Roth,

Lieutenant Commander, Judge Advocate
General’s Corps, U.S. Navy, Federal Register
Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 99-31705 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-FF-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy

Supplemental Announcement Number
04, Production of Ethanol from
Biomass, to the Broad Based
Solicitation (DE-PS36-00G010482) for
Submission of Financial Assistance
Applications Involving Research,
Development and Demonstration

AGENCY: The Department of Energy
(DOE).

ACTION: Request for applications for
research and development projects in
support of the DOE Biomass Program.

SUMMARY: The DOE Office of Fuels
Development is funding a competitive
financial assistance program in support
of the DOE Biomass Program. Proposals
are requested under a DOE Broad Based
Solicitation that is anticipated to result
in the award of several cooperative
agreements in Fiscal Year 2000.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Office
of Fuels Development of the DOE Office
of Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Energy (EERE) is supporting the
issuance of this Supplemental
Announcement to the EERE Broad
Based Solicitation for Submission of
Financial Assistance Applications
Involving Research, Development and
Demonstration, DE-PS36-00G010482.
The Broad Based Solicitation contains
information that must be used in
conjunction with this Supplemental
Announcement when applying for an
award. Thus, in order to prepare a
complete application, it is mandatory to
comply with the requirements of the
overall Broad Based Solicitation
document, DE-PS36-00G010482 (found
on the Golden Field Office Home Page
at http://www.eren.doe.gov/golden/
solicitations.html) as well as the
requirements of this Supplemental
Announcement 04 document.

Under this Supplemental
Announcement, DOE is seeking research
and development (R&D) proposals that
will increase the efficiency or lower the
cost of producing and converting
biomass to transportation fuels. The
objective of this solicitation is to
support new approaches to improve
technology for the efficient, cost
effective production of ethanol. There
are three specific areas of interest for
this solicitation. Biomass feedstock
collection and storage, which includes
research and development related to
improving the harvest, harvest
equipment, handling, transportation and
storage of biomass for conversion to
fuels and chemicals. Conversation
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technologies, which includes biological
processing of biomass to ethanol.
Pretreatment fundamentals, which
includes research techniques and
analytical tools that could lead to a
better understanding of fundamental
processes of pretreatment.

This solicitation is for Financial
Assistance Applications, and the
Statement of Work (SOW) and budget
information requested under this
Supplemental Announcement should
address a period of up to 12 months.
Awards, if any, will result from a merit
review process applied to the
applications.

DATES: Applications should be
submitted as described in the
Supplemental Announcement by
January 31, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: U.S.
Department of Energy, Golden Field
Office, 1617 Cole Boulevard, Golden,
CO 80401. The Project Engineer is
Andrew Trenka, at (303) 275—4745 or e-
mail at andy__trenka@nrel.gov. The
Contract Specialist is James McDermott,
at FAX: (303) 275—4788 or e-mail at
jim__mcdermott@nrel.gov. The
Supplemental Announcement can be
obtained from the GFO website at
www.eren.doe.gov/golden/
solicitations.html as of December 15,
1999. If unable to access the internet,
you may obtain a copy of the
Solicitation by calling Amy Castelli at
(303) 275-4716, FAX (303) 275-4788.

Issued in Golden, Colorado, on November

30, 1999.

Matthew A. Barron,

Contracting Officer, Golden Field Office.
[FR Doc. 99-31792 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP99-446-003]

CNG Transmission Corporation; Notice
of Proposed Changes in FERC Gas
Tariff

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that on November 24,
1999, CNG Transmission Corporation
(CNG) tendered for filing as part of its
FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised
Volume No. 1, the following tariff
sheets, with an effective date of
December 25, 1999:

First Revised Sheet No. 397
CNG states that the purpose of this

filing is to modify CNG’s FERC Gas
Tariff to specific that CNG can offer a

discount to a shipper making a reserve
commitment without having to file
individual discounted service
agreements. CNG further states that its
proposed language is consistent with
the findings of the Commission’s order
issued November 16, 1999, in this
proceeding, 89 FERC {61,188 (1999).

CNG states that copies of its letter of
transmittal and enclosures are being
served upon its customers and to
interested state commissions.

Any person desiring to protest this
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Section
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such protests must be
filed as provided in Section 154.210 of
the Commission’s Regulations. Protests
will be considered by the Commission
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31736 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP00-33-000]

Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation; Notice of Request Under
Blanket Authorization

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that on November 24,
1999, Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation (Columbia), 12801 Fair
Lakes Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia 22030—
1046, filed in Docket No. CP00-33-000,
a request pursuant to Sections 57.205
and 157.208 (18 CFR Sections 157.205
and 157.208) of the Commission’s
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act,
and Columbia’s authorization in Docket
No. CP83-76-000, 22 FERC Paragraph
62,029 (1983) to increase the maximum
allowable operating pressure (MAOP) of
seven existing pipelines located in the
Appalachian Production Area of West
Virginia and Kentucky.

Any person or the Commission’s staff
may, within 45 days after issuance of
the instant notice by the Commission,
file pursuant to Rule 214 of the

Commission’s Procedural Rules (18 CFR
385.214) a motion to intervene or notice
of intervention and pursuant to Section
157.205 of the Regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a
protest to the request. If no protest is
filed within the time allowed therefor,
the proposed activity shall be deemed to
be authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for filing a protest. If a
protest is filed and not withdrawn
within 30 days after the time allowed
for filing a protest, the instant request
shall be treated as an application for
authorization pursuant to Section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31730 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP91-143-049]

Great Lakes Gas Transmission
Limited; Notice of Revenue Sharing
Report—November 1998—-October 1999

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that on November 24,
1999, Great Lakes Gas Transmission
Limited Partnership (Great Lakes) filed
its Interruptible/Overrun (I/O) Revenue
Sharing Report with the Commission in
accordance with the Stipulation and
Agreement (Settlement) filed on
September 24, 1992, and approved by
the Commission’s February 3, 1993
order issued in Docket No. RP91-143—
000, et al.

Great Lakes states that this report
reflects application of the avenue
sharing mechanism and revenue sharing
amounts determined for remittance to
eligible firm shippers for I/O revenue
collected for the November 1, 1998
through October 31, 1999 period, in
accordance with Article IV of the
Settlement. Great Lakes states that I/O
revenue collected for the applicable
period did not exceed the threshold
level of fixed costs allocated to I/O
services. Therefore, revenue subject to
sharing are zero. Great Lakes further
states that as revenue subject to sharing
was zero, it did not make any
remittances to eligible firm shippers for
1/0 Revenue Sharing for the November
1, 1998 through October 31, 1999
period.

Great Lakes states that copies of the
report were sent to its firm customers,
parties to this proceeding and the Public
Service Commissions of Minnesota,
Wisconsin and Michigan.
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Any person desiring to protest said
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street NE, Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with section
285.211 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations. All such protests must be
filed on or before December 8, 1999.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Copies of
this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing maybe viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202-208-2222 for
assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31734 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP0O0-84-000]

Kansas Pipeline Company; Notice of
Revenue Refund Report

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that on November 29,
1999, Kansas Pipeline Company (KPC)
tendered for filing an Excess
Interruptible Revenue Refund Report.

KPC states that the report is made
pursuant to Section 24.5 of its FERC Gas
Tariff. KPC requests a waiver from the
crediting provision of Section 24.5 in
order to make a lump-sum payment to
the one shipper eligible for the refund.

KPC states that copies of the filing
have been served on all parties to the
proceeding in Docket No. CP96—152.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed on or before
December 9, 1999. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the

web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call (202) 208—2222 for
assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31739 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP96-320-027]

Koch Gateway Pipeline Company;
Notice of Negotiated Rate Filing

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that on November 24,
1999, Koch Gateway Pipeline Company
(Koch) filed with the Commission a
contract for disclosure of recently
negotiated rate transaction. As shown
on the contract, Koch requests an
effective date of December 1, 1999.

Special Negotiated Rate Between Koch and
Koch Energy Trading

Koch states that it has served copies
of this filing upon each all parties on the
official service list created by the
Secretary in this proceeding.

Any person desiring to protest this
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Section
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such protests must be
filed as provided in Section 154.210 of
the Commission’s Regulations. Protests
will be considered by the Commission
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31735 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RPO0-83-000]

Texas Gas Transmission Corporation;
Notice of Proposed Changes in FERC
Gas Tariff

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that on November 29,
1999, Texas Gas Transmission
Corporation (Texas Gas) tendered for
filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariff, First
Revised Volume No. 1, the revised tariff
sheets listed in Appendix A to the
filing.

Texas Gas states that the purpose of
this filing is to establish a new summer
no-notice service (SNS) designed
primarily to meet the unique
requirements of the developing summer
electric power generation market,
although eligibility for service under
this SNS Rate Schedule is not restricted
to power generators. The filing proposes
new tariff sheets establishing the new
Rate Schedule SNS and a pro forma SNS
Service Agreement, as well as minor
conforming changes to the existing
General Terms and Conditions to
incorporate the new rate schedule.

Texas Gas states that copies of this
filing have been served upon Texas Gas’
jurisdictional customers and interested
state commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call (202) 208-2222 for
assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31738 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP00-31-000]

Washington Gas Light Company and
Shenandoah Gas Company; Notice of
Application

November 29, 1999.

Take notice that on November 19,
1999, Washington Gas Light Company
(Washington), 1100 H Street, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20080, and
Shenandoah Gas Company
(Shenandoah), P.O. Box 2400
Winchester, Virginia, 22604, a wholly
owned subsidiary of Washington, filed
an application in Docket No. CP00-31—
000, pursuant to Sections 7(b) and 7(c)
of the Natural Gas Act (NGA), for an
order (i) approving the abandonment by
Shenandoah, and the acquisition by
Washington, of Shenandoah’s
certificated facilities in Virginia,
through the merger of Shenandoah with
and into Washington, or alternatively,
finding that such abandonment is not
necessary because Shenandoah’s NGA
Section 7(c) certificates were effectively
terminated and subsumed within
Shenandoah’s subsequent NGA Section
7(f) service area determination, (ii)
amending Washington’s service area
determination under NGA Section 7(f)
to include the territory served by
Shenandoah in Virginia, and (iii)
merging Shenandoah’s blanket
certificate issued under 18 CFR 284.224
with Washington’s blanket certificate,
all as more fully set forth in the
application which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection. This filing may be viewed
on the web at http://www .ferc.fed.us/
online/rims.htm (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance).

Any questions regarding the
application should be directed to
Donald R. Hayes, Specialist, Senior—
Legal, Washington Gas Light Company,
1100 H Street, NW., Washington, DC
20080 or call (202) 624-6504.

Washington and Shenandoah state
that Commission authorization of the
transactions described in the
application is in the public convenience
and necessity because Washington will
provide, through its Shenandoah
Division, continued retail gas service to
all of Shenandoah’s former customers in
Virginia and firm interstate
transportation service on behalf of
Mountaineer Gas Company and other
customers in West Virginia at the same
rates and under the same terms and
conditions of service as currently
provided by Shenandoah.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
December 20, 1999, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC, 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214) and the regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All
protests filed with the Commission will
be considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party in any proceeding
herein must file a motion to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Commission by Sections 7 and 15 of the
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission or its
designee on this application if no
motion to intervene is filed within the
time required herein, if the Commission
on its own review of the matter finds
that permission and approval for the
proposed abandonment are required by
the public convenience and necessity. If
a motion for leave to intervene is timely
filed, or if the Commission on its own
motion believes that formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Shenandoah and/or
Washington to appear or to be
represented at the hearing.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31729 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Florida Gas Transmission Company;
Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Assessment for the
Proposed Compressor Station 11A
Expansion Project and Request for
Comments on Environmental Issues

[Docket No. CP00-4-000]

December 2, 1999.

The staff of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC or
Commission) will prepare an

environmental assessment (EA) that will
discuss the environmental impacts of
the Compressor Station 11A Expansion
Project involving construction and
operation of facilities by Florida Gas
Transmission Company (FGT) in Mobile
County, Alabama.® This EA will be used
by the Commission in its decision-
making process to determine whether
the project is in the public convenience
and necessity.

Summary of the Proposed Project

FGT wants to expand the capacity of
its facilities in Alabama to transport an
additional 80,000 million British
thermal units per day of natural gas to
Alabama Electric Cooperative, Inc.
(AEC) for use at a nonjurisdictional
electric generating facility in Escambia
County, Alabama. To provide this
service FGT seeks authority to:

» Upgrade the two compressor
turbines at Compressor Station 11A
(CS-11A) from 12,600 horsepower (hp)
Solar T—90s to 15,000 hp Solar T-100s
for a new total station horsepower of
30,000 hp;

* Rewheel the centrifugal compressor
of each unit to enable the compression
of a larger volume of gas at a lower
differential pressure;

« Install one new gas scrubber and a
cooler; and

* Loop the existing 30-inch-diameter
suction yard pipeline with
approximately 1,000 feet of 36-inch-
diameter pipeline.

All of the proposed facilities would be
constructed in the station yard of CS—
11A. The location of the project
facilities is shown in appendix 2.2

Land Requirements for Construction

Construction activities would require
approximately 6 acres of previously
disturbed soil located entirely within
the 27 acre, fenced compressor station
property. The entire 6 acres would
return to pre-construction conditions as
no additional land would be needed to
operate the new facilities.

The EA Process

The National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) requires the Commission to
take into account the environmental

1FGT’s application was filed with the
Commission under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act
and Part 157 of the Commission’s regulations.

2The appendices referenced in this notice are not
being printed in the Federal Register. Copies are
available on the Commission’s website at the
“RIMS” link or from the Commission’s Public
Reference and Files Maintenance Branch, 888 First
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, or call (202)
208-1371. For instructions on connecting to RIMS
refer to the last page of this notice. Copies of the
appendices were sent to all those receiving this
notice in the mail.
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impacts that could result from an action
whenever it considers the issuance of a
Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity. NEPA also requires us to
discover and address concerns the
public may have about proposals. We
call this “scoping”. The main goal of the
scoping process is to focus the analysis
in the EA on the important
environmental issues. By this Notice of
Intent, the Commission requests public
comments on the scope of the issues it
will address in the EA. All comments
received are considered during the
preparation of the EA. State and local
government representatives are
encouraged to notify theirs constituents
of this proposed action and encourage
them to comment on their areas of
concern.

The EA will discuss impacts that
could occur as a result of the
construction and operation of the
proposed project under these general
headings:

* Geology and soils.

* Water resources, fisheries, and
wetlands.

* Vegetation and wildlife.

e Land Use.

e Cultural resources.

 Air quality and noise, endangered
and threatened species.

 Public safety.

* Hazardous waste.

We will also evaluate and make
recommendations on how to lessen or
avoid impacts on the various resource
areas.

Our independent analysis of the
issues will be in the EA. Depending on
the comments received during the
scoping process, the EA may be
published and mailed to Federal, state,
and local agencies, public interest
groups, interested individuals, affected
landowners, newspapers, libraries, and
the Commission’s official service list for
this proceeding. A comment period will
be allotted for review if the EA is
published. We will consider all
comments on the EA before we make
our recommendations to the
Commission.

To ensure your comments are
considered, please carefully follow the
instructions in the public participation
section on the following page.

Currently Identified Environmental
Issues

We have already identified the air and
noise impacts associated with upgrading
the two compressor units at CS—11A as
an issue that we think deserves
attention based on a preliminary review
of the proposed facilities and the
environmental information provided by
FGT. Additional issues may be included

based on your comments and our
analysis.

Nonjursidictional Facilities

Also, we have made a preliminary
decision to not address the impacts for
the power generating plant and
approximately 60 miles of new 20-inch-
diameter pipeline. These are
nonjurisdictional facilities to be
constructed by AEC for the delivery of
natural gas from the existing FGT
mainlines to a planned power
generating plant. We will briefly
describe their location and status in the
EA.

Public Participation

You can make a difference by
providing us with your specific
comments or concerns about the project.
By becoming a commentor, your
concerns will be addressed in the EA
and considered by the Commission. You
should focus on the potential
environmental effects of the proposal,
alternatives to the proposal, and
measures to avoid or lessen
environmental impact. The more
specific your comments, the more useful
they will be. Please carefully follow
these instructions to ensure that your
comments are received in time and
properly recorded:

+ Send two copies of your letter to:
David P. Boergers, Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First St., N.E., Room 1A, Washington,
DC 20426.

 Label one copy of the comments for
the attention of the Environmental
Review and Compliance Branch, PR—
11.2.

* Reference Docket No. CP00—4-000.

* Mail your comments so that they
will be received in Washington, DC on
or before January 3, 2000.

Becoming an Intervenor

In addition to involvement in the EA
scoping process, you may want to
become an official party to the
proceeding known as an “intervenor”.
Intervenors play a more formal role in
the process. Among other things,
intervenors have the right to receive
copies of case-related Commission
documents and filings by other
intervenors. Likewise, each intervenor
must provide 14 copies of its filings to
the Secretary of the Commission and
must send a copy of its filings to all
other parties on the Commission’s
service list for this proceeding. If you
want to become an intervenor you must
file a motion to intervene according to
Rule 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.214) (see appendix 3). Only

intervenors have the right to seek
rehearing of the Commission’s decision.

The date for filing timely motions to
intervene in this proceeding has passed.
Therefore, parties now seeking to file
late interventions must show good
cause, as required by section
385.214(b)(3), why this time limitation
should be waived. Environmental issues
have been viewed as good cause for late
intervention.

You do not need intervenor status to
have your environmental comments
considered. Additional information
about the proposed project is available
from Mr. Paul McKee of the
Commission’s Office of External Affairs
at (202) 208—1088 or on the FERC
website (www.ferc.fed.us) using the
“RIMS” link to information in this
docket number. Click on the “RIMS”
link, select “Docket #’ from the RIMS
Menu, and follow the instructions. For
assistance with access to RIMS, the
RIMS helpline can be reached at (202)
208-2222.

Similarly, the “CIPS” link on the
FERC Internet website provides access
to the texts of formal document issued
by the Commission, such as orders,
notices, and rulemakings. From the
FERC Internet website, click on the
“CIPS” link, select “Docket #’ from the
CIPS menu, and follow the instructions.
For assistance with access to CIPS, the
CIPS helpline can be reached at (202)
208—-2474.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31731 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Notice of Application Ready for
Environmental Analysis and Soliciting
Comments, Recommendations, Terms
and Conditions, and Prescriptions

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric application has been filed
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection:

a. Type of Application: New Major
License

b. Project No.: 2661-012

c. Date filed: September 24, 1998

d. Applicant: Pacific Gas and Electric
Company

e. Name of Project: Hat Creek
Hydroelectric Project

f. Location: On Hat Creek in Shasta
County, California. About 6.57 acres of
the project occupy lands of the U.S.
Forest Service, Shasta National Forest.
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g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 USC 791(a)-825(1).

h. Applicant Contact: Mr. Michael A.
Katz, Lead Manager, Power Generation,
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Mail
Code: N11C, P.O. Box 770000, San
Francisco, CA., 94177, (415) 973—4603.

i. FERC Contact: David Turner,
David.Turner@FERC.FED.US, (202)
219-2844

j. Deadline for filing comments,
recommendations, terms and
conditions, and prescriptions: 60 days
from the issuance date of this notice.

All documents (original and eight
copies) should be filed with: David P.
Boergers, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE, Washington, DC 20426.

The Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure require all interveners
filing documents with the Commission
to serve a copy of that document on
each person on the official service list
for the project. Further, if an intervener
files comments or documents with the
Commission relating to the merits of an
issue that may affect the responsibilities
of a particular resource agency, they
must also serve a copy of the document
on that resource agency.

k. This application has been accepted
for filing and is now ready for
environmental analysis.

1. The run-of-river project consists of
two developments, Hat Creek No. 1 and
Hat Creek No. 2, which consists of the
following existing facilities:

Hat Creek No. 1: (1) a 12-foot-high,
231-foot-long concrete buttress overflow
diversion dam impounding a 13-acre
reservoir at a water surface elevation of
3,188 feet (referred to as Cassel Pond);
(2) a 2,270-foot-long, 9-foot-deep, 30-
foot-wide canal with a hydraulic
capacity of about 600 cfs; (3) a 14-foot-
high, 750-foot-long shotcreted earthfill
forebay with an overflow spillway,
having a surface area of about 2 acres;
(4) a 1,600-foot-long, riveted steel
penstock; (5) a 43 foot by 56.5 foot
reinforced concrete powerhouse
containing a Francis/Vertical shaft
turbine with a generating capacity of
10,000 kilowatt (kW).

Hat Creek No. 2: (1) Crystal Lake, a
natural lake with a surface area of 115
acres at a water surface elevation of
2,980 feet; (2) a 29-foot-high, 120-foot-
long concrete gravity overflow diversion
dam impounding an 89-acre reservoir at
a water surface elevation of 2,975 feet
(referred to as Baum Lake); (3) a 4,520
foot-long, 7-foot-deep, 18-foot-wide
reinforced concrete flume, with a
hydraulic capacity of 600 cfs; (4) a 414-
foot-long riveted steel penstock; and (5)
a 43 foot by 56.5 foot reinforced
concrete powerhouse containing a

Francis/Vertical shaft turbine with a
generating capacity of 10,000 kW.

m. A copy of the application is
available for inspection and
reproduction at the Commission’s
Public Reference Room, located at 888
First Street, NE, Room 2A, Washington,
D.C. 20426, or by calling (202) 208—
1371. The application may be viewed on
http://www.ferc.fed.us/rims.htm (call
(202) 208-2222 for assistance). A copy
is also available for inspection and
reproduction at the address in item h
above.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—The application is ready
for environmental analysis at this time,
and the Commission is requesting
comments, reply comments,
recommendations, terms and
conditions, and prescriptions.

The Commission directs, pursuant to
Section 4.34(b) of the Regulations (see
Order No. 533 issued May 8, 1991, 56
FR 23108, May 20, 1991) that all
comments, recommendations, terms and
conditions and prescriptions concerning
the application be filed with the
Commission within 60 days from the
issuance date of this notice. All reply
comments must be filed with the
Commission within 105 days from the
date of this notice.

Anyone may obtain an extension of
time for these deadlines from the
Commission only upon a showing of
good cause or extraordinary
circumstances in accordance with 18
CFR 385.2008.

All filings must (1) bear in all capital
letters the title “COMMENTS”, “REPLY
COMMENTS”,
“RECOMMENDATIONS,” “TERMS
AND CONDITIONS,” or
“PRESCRIPTIONS;” (2) set forth in the
heading the name of the applicant and
the project number of the application to
which the filing responds; (3) furnish
the name, address, and telephone
number of the person submitting the
filing; and (4) otherwise comply with
the requirements of 18 CFR 385.2001
through 385.2005. All comments,
recommendations, terms and conditions
or prescriptions must set forth their
evidentiary basis and otherwise comply
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.34(b).
Agencies may obtain copies of the
application directly from the applicant.
Any of these documents must be filed
by providing the original and the
number of copies required by the
Commission’s regulations to: The
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C. 20426. An additional
copy must be sent to Director, Division
of Project Review, Office of Hydropower
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory

Commission, at the above address. Each
filing must be accompanied by proof of
service on all persons listed on the
service list prepared by the Commission
in this proceeding, in accordance with
18 CFR 4.34(b), and 385.2010.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31732 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Notice of Application for Amendment
of License and Applicant Prepared
Environmental Assessment Accepted
for Filing; Requesting Interventions
and Protests; Requesting Comments,
Final Terms and Conditions;
Requesting Reply Comments

December 2, 1999.

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric application and Applicant
Prepared Environmental Assessment
(APEA) has been filed with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection.

a. Application Type: Application to
Amend License for the Sturgeon Falls
Project.

b. Project No: 2720-032.

c. Date Filed: October 4, 1999.

d. Applicant: City of Norway,
Michigan.

e. Name of Project: Sturgeon Falls
Project.

f. Location: This project is located on
the Menominee River in Dickinson
County, Michigan and Marinette
County, Wisconsin. The project does not
utilize lands of the United States.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Applicant Contact: Mark Isackson,
City Manager, City of Norway, 915 Main
Street, P.O. Box 99, Norway, MI 49870,
(906) 563—-80115.

i. FERC Contact: Any questions on
this notice should be addressed to Mr.
Vedula Sarma at (202) 219-3273 or by
e-mail at vedula.sarma@ferc.fed.us.

j. Deadline for filing motions to
intervene, protests, comments, final
terms and conditions,
recommendations, and prescriptions: 60
days from the issuance date of this
notice.

All documents (original and eight
copies) should be filed with: David P.
Boergers, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE, Washington, DC 20426.

Please include the docket number (P—
2720-032) on any comments or motions

filed.
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k. Description of Filing: The City of
Norway proposes to change the project’s
present run-of-river mode of operation
to a reregulating project to regulate the
peaking flows released from Wisconsin
electric’s hydroelectric projects located
upstream of the Sturgeon Falls project.
The City of Norway proposes to raise
the existing steel slide gates to raise the
operating head from elevation 101.9 feet
(Plant Datum or 830.1 feet National
Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD)) to
102.8 feet (Plant Datum or 831.0 NGVD)
and modify operations to release a
continuous discharge that approximates
the mean daily discharge from upstream
hydropower projects, including the
inflows from the Sturgeon River.

Reregulation of flows at the Sturgeon
Falls Project is an integral component of
the Wilderness Shores Settlement
Agreement, which concerns the
following Wisconsin Electric’s (WE)
relicensing applications pending before
the Commission: Way Dam (P-1759),
Hemlock Falls (P-2074), Lower Paint
(P—2072), Peavy Falls (P-1759),
Michigamme Falls (P-2073), Twin Falls
(P—1759), Kingsford (P-2131), Big
Quinesec Falls (P-1980), and surrender
of license and removal of Sturgeon
Project dam (P—2471). Therefore, this
amendment request by the City of
Norway will be coordinated with these
other actions.

Status of Environmental Analysis: On
March 25, 1996, the Director, Office of
Hydropower Licensing approved WE’s
use of the Alternative Licensing Process.
Scoping, pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as
amended, for the project was conducted
through scoping documents issued in
July 1996 and January 1997, and in
public scoping meetings on September
16 and 17, 1996. The draft amendment
application and APEA were distributed
by the applicant for comment on
October 20, 1998.

The Commission staff has reviewed
the amendment application and APEA
and has determined that the application
is acceptable for processing and no
additional information or studies are
needed to prepare the Commission’s
environmental assessment. Comments,
as indicated above, are being requested
from interested parties. The applicant
must respond to those comments within
105 days from the date of this notice or
may elect to seek a waiver of this
deadline.

I. Location of the Application: A copy
of the application is available for
inspection and reproduction at the
Commission’s Public Reference Room,
located at 888 First Street, NE, Room
2A, Washington, DC 20426, or by calling
(202) 208-1371. This filing may be

viewed on http://www.ferc.fed.us/
online/rims.htm [call (202) 208-2222 for
assistance]. A copy is also available for
inspection and reproduction at the
address in item h above.

m. Individuals desiring to be included
on the Commission’s mailing list should
so indicate by writing to the Secretary
of the Commission.

Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, .211, 214. In
determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in
all capital letters the title
“COMMENTS” “RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR TERMS AND CONDITIONS”,
“PROTESTS”, OR “MOTION TO
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the
Project Number of the particular
application to which the filing refers.
Any of the above-named documents
must be filed by providing the original
and the number of copies provided by
the Commission’s regulations to: The
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 first Street, NE,
Washington, DC 20426. A copy of any
motion to intervene must also be served
upon each representative of the
Applicant specified in the particular
application.

Agency Comments—Federal, state,
and local agencies are invited to file
comments on the described application.
A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant. If an agency does not file
comments within the time specified for
filing comments, it will be presumed to
have no comments. One copy of an
agency’s comments must also be sent to
the Applicant’s representatives.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 99-31733 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP0O0~21-000]

CNG Transmission Corporation; Notice
of Technical Conference

December 2, 1999.

In the Commission’s order issued on
November 10, 1999, the Commission
directed that a technical conference be
held to address issues raised by the
filing.

Take notice that the technical
conference will be held on Tuesday,
December 14, 1999, at 10:00 a.m., in a
room to be designated at the offices of
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE,
Washington, D.C. 20426.

All interested parties and Staff are
permitted to attend.

Linwood A Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31737 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[OPP-34213; FRL-6399-2]
Organophosphate Pesticides;

Availability of Revised Risk
Assessments

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notices announces the
availability of the revised risk
assessments and related documents for
two organophosphate pesticides,
methidathion and oxydemeton methyl.
In addition, this notice starts a 60-day
public participation period during
which the public is encouraged to
submit risk management ideas or
proposals. These actions are in response
to a joint initiative between EPA and the
Department of Agriculture (USDA) to
increase transparency in the tolerance
reassessment process for
organophosphate pesticides.

DATES: Comments, identified by docket
control numbers OPP—34172B for
methidathion and OPP-34167B for
oxydemeton methyl, must be received
by EPA on or before February 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted by mail, electronically, or in
person. Please follow the detailed
instructions for each method as

189 FERC 461,158.
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provided in Unit III. of the
“SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.”
To ensure proper receipt by EPA, it is
imperative that you identify docket
control numbers OPP-34172B for
methidathion and OPP-34167B for
oxydemeton methyl in the subject line
on the first page of your response.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Karen Angulo, Special Review and
Reregistration Division (7508C), Office
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone
number: (703) 308—8004; e-mail address:
angulo.karen@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Does this Action Apply to Me?

This action is directed to the public
in general, nevertheless, a wide range of
stakeholders will be interested in
obtaining the revised risk assessments
and submitting risk management
comments on methidathion and
oxydemeton methyl, including
environmental, human health, and
agricultural advocates; the chemical
industry; pesticide users; and members
of the public interested in the use of
pesticides on food. As such, the Agency
has not attempted to specifically
describe all the entities potentially
affected by this action. If you have any
questions regarding the applicability of
this action to a particular entity, consult
the person listed under “FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.”

II. How Can I Get Additional
Information, Including Copies of this
Document or Other Related Documents?

A. Electronically. You may obtain
electronic copies of this document and
other related documents from the EPA
Internet Home Page at http://
www.epa.gov/. To access this
document, on the Home Page select
“Laws and Regulations” and then look
up the entry for this document under
the “Federal Register—Environmental
Documents.” You can also go directly to
the Federal Register listings at http://
www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/.

To access information about
organophosphate pesticides and obtain
electronic copies of the revised risk
assessments and related documents
mentioned in this notice, you can also
go directly to the Home Page for the
Office of Pesticide Programs (OPP) at
http://www.epa.gov/pesticides/op/.

B. In Person. The Agency has
established an official record for this
action under docket control numbers
OPP-34172B for methidathion and
OPP-34167B for oxydemeton methyl.
The official record consists of the

documents specifically referenced in
this action, any public comments
received during an applicable comment
period, and other information related to
this action, including any information
claimed as Confidential Business
Information (CBI). This official record
includes the documents that are
physically located in the docket, as well
as the documents that are referenced in
those documents. The public version of
the official record does not include any
information claimed as CBI. The public
version of the official record, which
includes printed, paper versions of any
electronic comments submitted during
an applicable comment period, is
available for inspection in Rm. 119,
Crystal Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Hwy., Arlington, VA, from 8:30 a.m. to
4 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The PIRIB
telephone number is (703) 305-5805.

ITII. How Can I Respond to this Action?

A. How and to Whom Do I Submit
Comments?

You may submit comments through
the mail, in person, or electronically. To
ensure proper receipt by EPA, it is
imperative that you identify docket
control numbers OPP-34172B for
methidathion and OPP-34167B for
oxydemeton methyl in the subject line
on the first page of your response.

1. By mail. Submit comments to:
Public Information and Records
Integrity Branch, Information Resources
and Services Division (7502C), Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460.

2. In person or by courier. Deliver
comments to: Public Information and
Records Integrity Branch, Information
Resources and Services Division, Office
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, Rm. 119, Crystal
Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Hwy.,
Arlington, VA. The PIRIB is open from
8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday, excluding legal holidays. The
PIRIB telephone number is (703) 305—
5805.

3. Electronically. Submit electronic
comments by e-mail to: “opp-
docket@epa.gov,” or you can submit a
computer disk as described in this unit.
Do not submit any information
electronically that you consider to be
CBL. Electronic comments must be
submitted as an ASCII file, avoiding the
use of special characters and any form
of encryption. Comments and data will
also be accepted on standard computer
disks in WordPerfect 6.1/8.0 or ASCII
file format. All comments in electronic
form must be identified by the docket

control numbers OPP—34172B for
methidathion and OPP-34167B for
oxydemeton methyl. Electronic
comments may also be filed online at
many Federal Depository Libraries.

B. How Should I Handle CBI
Information that I Want to Submit to the
Agency?

Do not submit any information
electronically that you consider to be
CBI. You may claim information that
you submit to EPA in response to this
document as CBI by marking any part or
all of that information as CBI.
Information so marked will not be
disclosed except in accordance with
procedures set forth in 40 CFR part 2.
In addition to one complete version of
the comment that includes any
information claimed as CBI, a copy of
the comment that does not contain the
information claimed as CBI must be
submitted for inclusion in the public
version of the official record.
Information not marked confidential
will be included in the public version
of the official record without prior
notice. If you have any questions about
CBI or the procedures for claiming CBI,
please consult the person listed under
“FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.”

IV. What Action is EPA Taking in this
Notice?

EPA is making available for public
viewing the revised risk assessments
and related documents for two
organophosphates, methidathion and
oxydemeton methyl. These documents
have been developed as part of the pilot
public participation process that EPA
and USDA are now using for involving
the public in the reassessment of
pesticide tolerances under the Food
Quality Protection Act (FQPA), and the
reregistration of individual
organophosphate pesticides under the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). The pilot
public participation process was
developed as part of the EPA-USDA
Tolerance Reassessment Advisory
Committee (TRAC), which was
established in April 1998, as a
subcommittee under the auspices of
EPA’s National Advisory Gouncil for
Environmental Policy and Technology.
A goal of the pilot public participation
process is to find a more effective way
for the public to participate at critical
junctures in the Agency’s development
of organophosphate risk assessments
and risk management decisions. EPA
and USDA began implementing this
pilot process in August 1998, to increase
transparency and opportunities for
stakeholder consultation. The
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documents being released to the public
through this notice provide information
on the revisions that were made to the
methidathion and oxydemeton methyl
preliminary risk assessments, which
where released to the public on January
15, 1999 (64 FR 2644) (FRL-6056—9) for
methidathion, and January 8, 1999 (64
FR 1199) (FRL-6055-9) for oxydemeton
methyl, through notices in the Federal
Register.

In addition, this notice starts a 60-day
public participation period during
which the public is encouraged to
submit risk management proposals or
otherwise comment on risk management
for methidathion and oxydemeton
methyl. The Agency is providing an
opportunity, through this notice, for
interested parties to provide written risk
management proposals or ideas to the
Agency on the pesticides specified in
this notice. Such comments and
proposals could address ideas about
how to manage dietary, occupational, or
ecological risks on specific
methidathion and oxydemeton methyl
use sites or crops across the United
States or in a particular geographic
region of the country. To address dietary
risk, for example, commenters may
choose to discuss the feasibility of lower
application rates, increasing the time
interval between application and
harvest (“pre-harvest intervals”),
modifications in use, or suggest
alternative measures to reduce residues
contributing to dietary exposure. For
occupational risks, for example,
commenters may suggest personal
protective equipment or technologies to
reduce exposure to workers and
pesticide handlers. For ecological risks,
commenters may suggest ways to reduce
environmental exposure, e.g., exposure
to birds, fish, mammals, and other non-
target organisms. EPA will provide other
opportunities for public participation
and comment on issues associated with
the organophosphate tolerance
reassessment program. Failure to
participate or comment as part of this
opportunity will in no way prejudice or
limit a commenter’s opportunity to
participate fully in later notice and
comment processes. All comments and
proposals must be received by EPA on
or before February 7, 2000 at the
addresses given under the
“ADDRESSES” section. Comments and
proposals will become part of the
Agency record for the organophosphate
specified in this notice.

List of Subjects

Environmental protection, Chemicals,
Pesticides and pests.

Dated: December 2, 1999.

Lois A. Rossi,
Director, Special Review and Reregistration
Division, Office of Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. 99-31773 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[OPP-50864; FRL-6398-3]
Plant-Pesticide Corn Rootworm

Experimental Use Permits; Receipt of
Applications

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces receipt
of applications 524—-EUP-ON, 524—
EUP-OE, and 524-EUP-0OG from
Monsanto Company, 700 Chesterfield
Parkway North, St. Louis, Missouri
63198, requesting experimental use
permits (EUPs) for the Bacillus
thuringiensis Cry3Bb protein and the
genetic material necessary for its
production (Vector ZMIR14L) in corn,
the Bacillus thuringiensis Cry3Bb
protein and the genetic material
necessary for its production (Vector
ZMIR12L) in corn, and the Bacillus
thuringiensis Cry3Bb protein and the
genetic material necessary for its
production (Vector ZMIR13L) in corn.
The Agency has determined that these
applications may be of regional and
national significance. Therefore, in
accordance with 40 CFR 172.11(a), the
Agency is soliciting comments on these
applications.

DATES: Comments, identified by docket
control number OPP-50864, must be
received on or before January 7, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments and data may be
submitted by mail, electronically, or in
person. Please follow the detailed
instructions for each method as
provided in Unit I.C. of the
“SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.”
To ensure proper receipt by EPA, it is
imperative that you identify docket
control number OPP-50864 in the
subject line on the first page of your
response.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By
mail: Mike Mendelsohn, Biopesticides
and Pollution Prevention Division
(7511C), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M St., SW., Washington, DC 20460;
telephone number: (703) 308-8715; and
e-mail address:
mendelsohn.mike@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

This action is directed to the public
in general. This action may, however, be
of interest to those persons who are or
may be required to conduct testing of
plant-pesticides under the Federal Food,
Drug and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), or the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). Since other
entities may also be interested, the
Agency has not attempted to describe all
the specific entities that may be affected
by this action. If you have any questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed under “FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.”

B. How Can I Get Additional
Information, Including Copies of this
Document and Other Related
Documents?

1. Electronically. You may obtain
electronic copies of this document, and
certain other related documents that
might be available electronically, from
the EPA Internet Home Page at http://
www.epa.gov/. To access this
document, on the Home Page select
“Laws and Regulations” and then look
up the entry for this document under
the “Federal Register--Environmental
Documents.” You can also go directly to
the Federal Register listings at http://
www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/.

2. In person. The Agency has
established an official record for this
action under docket control number
OPP-50864. The official record consists
of the documents specifically referenced
in this action, and other information
related to this action, including any
information claimed as Confidential
Business Information (CBI). This official
record includes the documents that are
physically located in the docket, as well
as the documents that are referenced in
those documents. The public version of
the official record does not include any
information claimed as CBI. The public
version of the official record, which
includes printed, paper versions of any
electronic comments submitted during
an applicable comment period is
available for inspection in the Public
Information and Records Integrity
Branch (PIRIB), Rm. 119, Crystal Mall
#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Hwy.,
Arlington, VA, from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The PIRIB telephone number
is (703) 305-5805.

C. How and to Whom Do I Submit
Comments?

You may submit comments through
the mail, in person, or electronically. To
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ensure proper receipt by EPA, it is
imperative that you identify docket
control number OPP-50864 in the
subject line on the first page of your
response.

1. By mail. Submit your comments to:
Public Information and Records
Integrity Branch (PIRIB), Information
Resources and Services Division
(7502C), Office of Pesticide Programs
(OPP), Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington,
DC 20460.

2. In person or by courier. Deliver
your comments to: Public Information
and Records Integrity Branch (PIRIB),
Information Resources and Services
Division (7502C), Office of Pesticide
Programs (OPP), Environmental
Protection Agency, Rm. 119, Crystal
Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, VA. The PIRIB is open from
8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday, excluding legal holidays. The
PIRIB telephone number is (703) 305—
5805.

3. Electronically . You may submit
your comments electronically by e-mail
to: “opp-docket@epa.gov,” or you can
submit a computer disk as described
above. Do not submit any information
electronically that you consider to be
CBI. Avoid the use of special characters
and any form of encryption. Electronic
submissions will be accepted in
Wordperfect 6.1/8.0 or ASCII file
format. All comments in electronic form
must be identified by docket control
number OPP-50864. Electronic
comments may also be filed online at
many Federal Depository Libraries.

D. How Should I Handle CBI That I
Want to Submit to the Agency?

Do not submit any information
electronically that you consider to be
CBI. You may claim information that
you submit to EPA in response to this
document as CBI by marking any part or
all of that information as CBI.
Information so marked will not be
disclosed except in accordance with
procedures set forth in 40 CFR part 2.
In addition to one complete version of
the comment that includes any
information claimed as CBI, a copy of
the comment that does not contain the
information claimed as CBI must be
submitted for inclusion in the public
version of the official record.
Information not marked confidential
will be included in the public version
of the official record without prior
notice. If you have any questions about
CBI or the procedures for claiming CBI,
please consult the person identified
under “FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.”

E. What Should I Consider as I Prepare
My Comments for EPA?

You may find the following
suggestions helpful for preparing your
comments:

1. Explain your views as clearly as
possible.

2. Describe any assumptions that you
used.

3. Provide copies of any technical
information and/or data you used that
support your views.

4. If you estimate potential burden or
costs, explain how you arrived at the
estimate that you provide.

5. Provide specific examples to
illustrate your concerns.

6. Offer alternative ways to improve
the notice.

7. Make sure to submit your
comments by the deadline in this
document.

8. To ensure proper receipt by EPA,
be sure to identify the docket control
number assigned to this action in the
subject line on the first page of your
response. You may also provide the
name, date, and Federal Register
citation.

II. Proposed Experimental Programs

The subject programs propose to test
and evaluate genetically modified corn
that has been developed to provide
control of corn rootworm (Diabrotica
spp.). Monsanto Company proposes to
plant 186 acres in Hawaii and Puerto
Rico in 1999 of each plant-pesticide and
1,237 acres in Alabama, California,
Colorado, Delaware, Georgia, Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, New York, North Carolina,
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma,
Pennsylvania, South Dakota, Tennessee,
Texas, Virginia, Washington, and
Wisconsin in 2000 of each plant-
pesticide. All plantings of corn
containing the Bacillus thuringiensis
Cry3Bb protein under these
experimental programs will be
contained during these experimental
programs. No portion of the crops will
be used for food or feed.

ITI. What Action is the Agency Taking?

Following the review of the Monsanto
Company application and any
comments and data received in response
to this notice, EPA will decide whether
to issue or deny the EUP requests for
these EUP programs, and if issued, the
conditions under which it is to be
conducted. Any issuance of EUPs will
be announced in the Federal Register.

List of Subjects

Environmental protection,
Experimental use permits.

Dated: December 1, 1999.

Janet L. Andersen,

Director, Biopesticides and Pollution
Prevention Division, Office of Pesticide
Programs.

[FR Doc. 99-31772 Filed 12-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—F

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Notice of Public Information
Collection(s) Being Reviewed by the
Federal Communications Commission
for Extension Under Delegated
Authority, Comments Requested

November 26, 1999.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork burden
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection(s), as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995, Public Law 104-13. An
agency may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with

a collection of information subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) that
does not display a valid control number.
Comments are requested concerning (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) The accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; (c) Ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; and (d) Ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

DATES: Written comments should be
submitted on or before February 7, 2000.
If you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.

ADDRESSES: Direct all comments to Les
Smith, Federal Communications
Commissions, Room 1 A-804, 445
Twelfth Street, S.W., Washington, DC
20554 or via the Internet to
lesmith@fcc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information or copies of the
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information collections contact Les
Smith at (202) 418-0217 or via the
Internet at lesmith@fcc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control Number: 3060-0310.

Title: Registration Statement
Required, 47 CFR 76.12.

Form Number: Not applicable.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Business and other for-
profit entities.

Number of Respondents: 600.

Estimated Time Per Response: .25
hours.

Frequency of Response: Other
reporting requirements.

Total Annual Burden: 150 hours.

Total Annual Costs: $28,200.

Needs and Uses: 47 CFR 76.12
requires that a registration statement be
filed with the Commission before a
system community unit shall be
authorized to commence operation. A
system community unit is a cable
television system, or portion of a cable
television system, that operates within a
separate and distinct community or
municipal entity. The data will be used
by Commission staff to maintain
complete records regarding cable
systems and to ensure compliance with
our rules.

Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 99-31753 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[CC Docket No. 92-237; DA 99-2713]

Next Meeting of the North American
Numbering Council

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: On December 3, 1999, the
Commission released a public notice
announcing the December 22,
conference call meeting and agenda of
the North American Numbering Council
(NANC). The intended effect of this
action is to make the public aware of the
NANC’s next meeting and its agenda.
This notice of the December 22, 1999
NANC conference call meeting is being
published in the Federal Register less
than 15 calendar days prior to the
meeting due to NANC’s need to discuss
a time sensitive issue before the next
scheduled meeting. This statement
complies with the General Services
Administration Management regulations

implementing the Federal Advisory
Committee Act. See 41 CFR section
101-6.1015(b)(2).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeannie Grimes at (202) 4182320 or
jgrimes@fcc.gov. The address is:
Network Services Division, Common
Carrier Bureau, Federal
Communications Commission, The
Portals, 445 12th Street, S.W., Suite
6A320, Washington, DC 20554. The fax
number is: (202) 418—-2345. The TTY
number is: (202) 418-0484.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Released:
December 7, 1999.

The North American Numbering
Council (NANC) has scheduled a
meeting to be held by conference call on
Wednesday, December 22, 1999, from 2
p-m. until 3 p.m. EST. The conference
bridge number is 1-888—422—-7105; the
access code is 510432. Due to limited
port space, NANC members and
Commission staff will have first priority
on the call. Members of the public may
join the call as remaining port space
permits.

This meeting is open to the members
of the general public. The FCC will
attempt to accommodate as many
participants as possible. Participation
on the conference call is limited. The
public may submit written statements to
the NANC, which must be received two
business days before the meeting. In
addition, oral statements at the meeting
by parties or entities not represented on
the NANC will be permitted to the
extent time permits. Such statements
will be limited to five minutes in length
by any one party or entity, and requests
to make an oral statement must be
received two business days before the
meeting. Requests to make an oral
statement or provide written comments
to the NANC should be sent to Jeannie
Grimes at the address under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT, stated
above.

Proposed Agenda

1. Final review and approval of the
revised North American Numbering
Council (NANC) North American
Numbering Plan (NANP) Thousand
Block Pool Administrator Requirements
Document. The finalized document will
be forwarded to the Chief, Common
Carrier Bureau on or before December
30, 1999.

2. Other Business.

Federal Communications Commission.
Diane Griffin Harmon,

Assistant Chief, Network Services Division,
Common Carrier Bureau.

[FR Doc. 99-31905 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-U

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Sunshine Act Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5
U.S.C. 552b), notice is hereby given that
at 12:00 Noon on Friday, December 3,
1999, the Board of Directors of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
met in closed session to consider
matters relating to the Corporation’s
Supervisory and resolution activities.

In calling the meeting, the Board
determined, on motion of Director Ellen
S. Seidman (Director, Office of Thrift
Supervision), seconded by Vice
Chairman Andrew C. Hove, Jr.,
concurred in by Director John D. Hawke,
Jr. (Comptroller of the Currency), and
Chairman Donna Tanoue, that
corporation business required its
consideration of the matters on less than
seven days’ notice to the public; that no
earlier notice of the meeting was
practicable; that the public interest did
not require consideration of the matters
in a meeting open to public observation;
and that the matters could be
considered in a closed meeting by
authority of subsections (c) (6), (c) (8),
(c) (9) (A) (ii), and (c)(9)(B) of the
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5
U.S.C. 552b (c) (6), (c) (8), (c) (9) (A) (ii),
and (c) (9) (B)).

The meeting was held in the Board
Room of the FDIC Building located at
550—17th Street, NW., Washington, DC.

Dated: December 3, 1999.
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.
James D. LaPierre
Deputy Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 99-31885 Filed 12—-6—-99; 10:31 am]
BILLING CODE 6714-01-M

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND
CONCILIATION SERVICE

Labor-Management Cooperation
Program; Application Solicitation

AGENCY: Federal Mediation and
Conciliation Service.

ACTION: Request for public comment on
draft Fiscal Year 2000 Program
Guidelines/Application Solicitation for
Labor-Management Committees.

SUMMARY: The Federal Mediation and
Conciliation Service (FMCS) is
publishing the draft Fiscal Year 2000
Program Guidelines/Application
Solicitation for the Labor-Management
Cooperation program to inform the
public. The program is supported by
Federal funds authorized by the Labor-
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Management Gooperation Act of 1978,
subject to annual appropriations.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before January 7, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Send Comments to: Peter
Regner, Director, Program Services,
Labor Management Grants Program,
FMCS 2100 K Street, NW, Washington,
DC 20427.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter L. Regner, 202—606—8181.

Labor-Management Cooperation
Program Application Solicitation for
Lavor-Managment Committees FY 2000

A. Introduction

The following is the draft solicitation
for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2000 cycle of
the Labor-Management Cooperation
Program as it pertains to the support of
labor-management committees. These
guidelines represent the continuing
efforts of the Federal Mediation and
Conciliation Service to implement the
provisions of the Labor-Management
cooperation Act of 1978 which was
initially implemented in FY81. The Act
generally authorizes FMCS to provide
assistance in the establishment and
operation of company/plant, area,
public sector, and industry-wide labor-
management committees which:

(A) Have been organized jointly by
employers and labor organizations
representing employees in that
company/plant, area, government
agency, or industry; and

(B) Are established for the purpose of
improving labor-management
relationships, job security, and
organizational effectiveness, enhancing
economic development; or involving
workers in decisions affecting their jobs,
including improving communication
with respect to subjects of mutual
interest and concern.

The Program Description and other
sections that follow, as well as a
separately published FMCS Financial
and Administrative Grants Manual,
make up the basic guidelines, criteria,
and program elements a potential
applicant for assistance under this
program must know in order to develop
an application for funding consideration
for either a company/plant, area-wide,
industry, or public sector labor-
management committee. Directions for
obtaining an application kit may be
found in Section H. A copy of the Labor-
Management Cooperation Act of 1978,
included in the application kit, should
be reviewed in conjunction with this
solicitation.

B. Program Description

Objectives

The Labor-Management Cooperation
Act of 1978 identifies the following
seven general areas for which financial
assistance would be appropriate:

(1) To improve communication
between representatives of labor and
management;

(2) To provide workers and employers
with opportunities to study and explore
new and innovative joint approaches to
achieving organizational effectiveness;

(3) To assist workers and employers
in solving problems of mutual concern
not susceptible to resolution within the
collective bargaining process.

(4) To study and explore ways of
eliminating potential problems which
reduce the competitiveness and inhibit
the economic development of the
company/plant, area, or industry;

(5) To enhance the involvement of
workers in making decisions that affect
their working lives;

(6) To expand and improve working
relationships between workers and
managers; and

(7) To encourage free collective
bargaining by establishing continuing
mechanisms for communication
between employers and their employees
through Federal assistance in the
formation and operation of labor-
management committees.

The primary objective of this program
is to encourage and support the
establishment and operation of joint
labor-management committees to carry
out specific objective that meet the
forementioned general criteria. The term
“labor” refers to employees represented
by a labor organization and covered by
a formal collective bargaining
agreement. These committees may be
found at either the plant (company),
area, industry, or public sector levels. A
plant or company committee is
generally characterized as restricted to
one or more organizational or
productive units operated by a single
employer. An area committee is
generally composed by multiple
employers of diverse industries as well
as multiple labor unions operating
within and focusing upon city, county,
contiguous multicounty, or statewide
jurisdictions. An industry committee
generally consists of a collection of
agencies or enterprises and related labor
union(s) producing a common product
or service in the private sector on a
local, state, regional, or nationwide
level. A public sector committee
consists either of government employees
and managers in one or more units of a
local or state government, managers and
employees of public institutions of

higher education, or of employees and
managers of public elementary and
secondary schools. Those employees
must be covered by a formal collective
bargaining agreement or other
enforceable labor-management
agreement. In deciding whether an
application is for an area of industry
committee, consideration should be
given to the above definitions as well as
to the focus on the committee.

In FY 2000, competition will be open
to company/plant, area, private
industry, and public sector committees.
Public Sector committees will be
divided into two sub-categories for
scoring purposes. One sub-category will
consist of committees representing
state/local units of government and
public institutions of higher education.
The second sub-category will consist of
public elementary and secondary
schools.

Special consideration will be given to
committee applications involving
innovative or unique efforts. All
application budget requests should
focus directly on supporting the
committee. Applicants should avoid
seeking funds for activities that are
clearly available under other Federal
programs (e.g., job training, mediation of
contract disputes, etc.).

Required Program Elements

1. Problem Statement—The
application, which should have
numbered pages, must discuss in detail
what specific problem(s) face the
company/plant, area, government, or
industry and its workforce that will be
addressed by the committee. Applicants
must document the problem(s) using as
much relevant data as possible and
discuss the full range of impacts these
problem(s) could have or are having on
the company/plant, government, area, or
industry. An industrial or economic
profile of the area and workforce might
prove useful in explaining the
problem(s). This section basically
discusses Why the effort is needed.

2. Results or Benefits Expected—By
using specific goals and objectives, the
application must discuss in detail What
the labor-management committee as a
demonstration effort will accomplish
during the life of the grant. Applications
that promise to provide objectives after
a grant is awarded will receive little or
no credit in this area. While a goal of
“improving communication between
employers and employees” may suffice
as one over-all goal of a project, the
objectives must, whenever possible, be
expressed in specific and measurable
terms. Applicants should focus on the
outcome, impacts or changes that the
committee’s efforts will have. Existing
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committees should focus on expansion
efforts/results expected from FMCS
funding. The goals, objectives, and
projected impacts will become the
foundation for future monitoring and
evaluation efforts of the grantee, as well
as the FMCS grants program.

3. Approach—This section of the
application specifies How the goals and
objectives will be accomplished. At a
minimum, the following elements must
be included in all grant applications:

(a) A discussion of the strategy the
committee will employ to accomplish
its goals and objectives;

(b) A listing, by name and title, of all
existing or proposed members of the
labor-management committee. The
application should also offer a rationale
for the selection of the committee
members (e.g., members represent 70%
of the area or company/plant
workforce).

(c) A discussion of the number, type,
and role of all committee staff persons.
Include proposed position descriptions
for all staff that will have to be hired as
well as resumes for staff already on
board;

(d) In addressing the proposed
approach, applicants must also present
their justification as to why Federal
funds are needed to implement the
proposed approach;

(e) A statement of how often the
committee will meet (we require
meetings at least every other month) as
well as any plans to form subordinate
committees for particular purposes; and

(f) For applications from existing
committees (i.e., in existence at least 12
months prior to the submission
deadline), a discussion of past efforts
and accomplishments and how they
would integrate with the proposed
expanded effort.

4. Major Milestones—This section
must include an implementation plan
that indicates what major steps,
operating activities, and objectives will
be accomplished as well as a timetable
for when they will be finished. A
milestone chart must be included that
indicates what specific
accomplishments (process and impact)
will be completed by month over the
life of the grant using September 18,
2000, as the start date. The
accomplishment of these tasks and
objectives, as well as problems and
delays therein, will serve as the basis for
quarterly progress reports to FMCS.

5. Evaluation—Applicants must
provide for either an external evaluation
or an internal assessment of the project’s
success in meeting its goals and
objectives. An evaluation plan must be
developed which briefly discusses what
basic questions or issues the assessment

will examine and what baseline data the
committee staff already has or will
gather for the assessment. This section
should be written with the application’s
own goals and objectives clearly in
mind and the impacts or changes that
the effort is expected to cause.

6. Letters of Commitment—
Applications must include current
letters of commitment from all proposed
or existing committee participants and
chairpersons. These letters should
indicate that the participants support
the application and will attend
scheduled committee meetings. A
blanket letter signed by a committee
chairperson or other official on behalf of
all members is not acceptable. We
encourage the use of individual letters
submitted on company or union
letterhead represented by the
individual. The letters should match the
names provided under Section 3(b).

7. Other Requirements—Applicants
are also responsible for the following:

(a) The submission of data indicating
approximately how many employees
will be covered or represented through
the labor-management committee;

(b) From existing committees, a copy
of the existing staffing levels, a copy of
the by-laws, a breakout of annual
operating costs and identification of all
sources and levels of current financial
support;

(c) A detailed budget narrative based
on policies and procedures contained in
the FMCS Financial and Administrative
Grants Manual;

(d) An assurance that the labor-
management committee will not
interfere with any collective bargaining
agreements; and

(e) An assurance that committee
meetings will be held at least every
other month and that written minutes of
all committee meetings will be prepared
and made available to FMCS.

Selection Criteria

The following criteria will be used in
the scoring and selection of applcations
for award:

(2) The extent to which the
application has clearly identified the
problems and justified the needs that
the proposed project will address.

(2) The degree to which appropriate
and measurable goals and objectives
have been developed to address the
problems/needs of the applicant.

(3) The feasibility of the approach
proposed to attain the goals and
objectives of the project and the
perceived likelihood of accomplishing
the intended project results. This
section will also address the degree of
innovativeness or uniqueness of the
proposed effort.

(4) The appropriateness of committee
membership and the degree of
commitment of these individuals to the
goals of the application as indicated in
the letters of support.

(5) The feasibility and thoroughness
of the implementation plan in
specifying major milestones and target
dates.

(6) The cost effectiveness and fiscal
soundness of the application’s budget
request, as well as the application’s
feasibility vis-a-vis its goals and
approach.

(7) The overall feasibility of the
proposed project in light of all of the
information presented for consideration;
and

(8) The value of the government of the
application in light of the overall
objectives of the Labor-Management
Cooperation Act of 1978. This includes
such factors as innovativeness, site
location, cost, and other qualities that
impact upon an applicant’s value in
encouraging the labor-management
committee concept.

C. Eligibility

Eligible grantees include state and
local units of government, labor-
management committees (or a labor
union, management association, or
company on behalf of a committee that
will be created through the grant), and
certain third-party private non-profit
entities on behalf of one or more
committees to be created through the
grant. Federal government agencies and
their employees are not eligible.

Third-party private, non-profit
entities which can document that a
major purpose or function of their
organization has been the improvement
of labor relations are eligible to apply.
However, all funding must be directed
to the functioning of the labor-
management committee, and all
requirements under Part B must be
followed. Applications from third-party
entities must document particularly
strong support and participation from
all labor and management parties with
whom the applicant will be working.
Applications from third-parties which
do not directly support the operation of
a new or expanded committee will not
be deemed eligible, nor will
applications signed by entities such as
law firms or other third-parties failing to
meet the above criteria.

Applicants who received funding
under this program in the past for
committee operations are generally not
eligible to apply. The only exceptions
apply to grantees who seek funds on
behalf of an entirely different
committee.
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D. Allocations

The total FY 2000 appropriation for
this program is $1.5 million, of which
at least $1,000,000 will be available
competitively for new applicants.
Specific funding levels will not be
established for each type of committee.
Instead, the review process will be
conducted in such a manner that at least
two awards will be made in each
category (company/plant, industry,
public sector, and area), providing that
FMCS determines that at least two
outstanding applications exist in each
category. After these applications are
selected for award, the remaining
applications will be considered
according to merit without regard to
category.

In addition to the competitive process
identified in the preceding paragraph,
FMCS will set aside a sum not to exceed
thirty percent of its non-reserved
appropriation to be awarded on a non-
competitive basis. These funds will be
used only to support applications that
have been solicited by the Director of
the Service and are not subject to the
dollar range noted in Section E.

FMCS reserves the right to retain up
to five percent of the FY2000
appropriation to contract for program
support purposes (such as evaluation)
other than administration.

E. Dollar Range and Length of Grants
and Continuation Policy

Awards to continue and expand
existing labor-management committees
(i.e., in existence 12 months prior to the
submission deadline) will be for a
period of 12 months. If all of the original
funding is not obligated within 12
months, FMCS will consider grant
period extensions for up to an
additional six months. No continuation
awards are anticipated. Initial awards to
establish new labor-management
committees (i.e., not yet established or
in existence less than 12 months prior
to the submission deadline), will be for
a period of 18 months. If successful
progress is made during this initial
budget period and all grant funds are
not obligated within 18 months, these
grants may be extended for up to six
months. No continuation awards are
anticipated.

The dollar range of awards is as
follows:

—Up to $45,000 in FMCS funds per
annum for existing company/plant or
single department public sector
applicants;

—Up to $65,000 over 18 months for new
company/plant committee or single
department public sector applicants;

—Up to $100,000 in FMCS funds per
annum for existing area, industry and
multi-departmental public sector
committee applicants;

—Up to $125,000 per 18-month period
for new area, industry, and multi-
department public sector committee
applicants.

Applicants are reminded that these
figures represent maximum Federal
funds only. If total costs to accomplish
the objectives of the application exceed
the maximum allowable Federal
funding level and its required grantee
match, applicants may supplement
these funds through voluntary
contributions from other sources.
Applicants are also strongly encouraged
to consult with their local or regional
FMCS field office to determine what
kinds of training may be available at no
cost before budgeting for such training
in their applications. A list of our field
leadership team and their phone

numbers is included in the application
kit.

F. Cash Match Requirements and Cost
Allowability

Applicants for new labor-management
committees must provide at least 10
percent of the total allowable project
costs. Applicants for existing
committees must provide at least 25
percent of the total allowable project
costs. All matching funds may come
from state or local government sources
or private sector contributions, but may
generally not include other Federal
funds. Funds generated by grant-
supported efforts are considered
“project income,” and may not be used
for matching purposes.

It will be the policy of this program
to reject all requests for indirect or
overhead costs as well as “in-kind”
match contributions. In addition, grant
funds must not be used to supplant
private or local/state government funds
currently spent for these purposes.
Funding requests from existing
committees should focus entirely on the
costs associated with the expansion
efforts. Also, under no circumstances
may business or labor officials
participating on a labor-management
committee be compensated out of grant
funds for time spent at committee
meetings or time spent in committee
training sessions. Applicants generally
will not be allowed to claim all or a
portion of existing full-time staff as an
expense or match contribution. For a
more complete discussion of cost
allowability, applicants are encouraged
to consult the FY2000 FMCS Financial
and Administrative Grants Manual
which will be included in the
application kit.

G. Application Submission and Review
Process

Applications should be signed by
both a labor and management
representative and be postmarked no
later than May 20, 2000. No applications
or supplementary materials can be
accepted after the deadline. It is the
responsibility of the applicant to ensure
that the application is correctly
postmarked by the U.S. Postal Service or
other carrier. An original application
containing numbered pages, plus three
copies, should be addressed to the
Federal Mediation and Conciliation
Service, Labor-Management Grants
Program, 2100 K Street, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20427. FMCS will no
consider videotaped submissions or
video attachments to submissions.

After the deadline has passed, all
eligible applications will be reviewed
and scored initially by one or more
Grant Review Boards. The Board(s) will
recommend selected applications for
further funding consideration. The
Director, Program Services, will finalize
the scoring and selection process. The
individual listed as contact person in
Item 6 on the application form will
generally be the only person with whom
FMCS will communicate during the
application review process.

All FY2000 grant applicants will be
notified of results and all grant awards
will be made before September 15, 2000.
Applications submitted after the May 20
deadline date or that fail to adhere to
eligibility or other major requirements
will be administratively rejected by the
Director, Program Services.

H. Contact

Individuals wishing to apply for
funding under this program should
contact the Federal Mediation and
Conciliation Service as soon as possible
to obtain an application kit.

These kits and additional information
or clarification can be obtained free of
charge by contacting the Federal
Mediation and Conciliation Service,
Labor-Management Grants Program,
2100 K Street, NW, Washington, D.C.
20427; or by calling 202-606—8181. The
Application Solicitation can also be
found on the FMCS web site at
www.fmcs.gov.

C. Richard Barnes,

Director, Federal Mediation and Conciliation
Service.

[FR Doc. 99-31701 Filed 12—7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6732-01-M
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied to the Board for approval,
pursuant to the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 et seq.)
(BHC Act), Regulation Y (12 CFR Part
225), and all other applicable statutes
and regulations to become a bank
holding company and/or to acquire the
assets or the ownership of, control of, or
the power to vote shares of a bank or
bank holding company and all of the
banks and nonbanking companies
owned by the bank holding company,
including the companies listed below.

The applications listed below, as well
as other related filings required by the
Board, are available for immediate
inspection at the Federal Reserve Bank
indicated. The application also will be
available for inspection at the offices of
the Board of Governors. Interested
persons may express their views in
writing on the standards enumerated in
the BHC Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). If the
proposal also involves the acquisition of
a nonbanking company, the review also
includes whether the acquisition of the
nonbanking company complies with the
standards in section 4 of the BHC Act
(12 U.S.C. 1843). Unless otherwise
noted, nonbanking activities will be
conducted throughout the United States.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received at the Reserve Bank
indicated or the offices of the Board of
Governors not later than January 4,
2000.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
(Randall C. Sumner, Vice President) 411
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63102-
2034:

1. ASB Management Corp., Anna,
Illinois; to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of
the voting shares of Anna State Bank,
Anna, Illinois.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis (JoAnne F. Lewellen,
Assistant Vice President) 90 Hennepin
Avenue, P.O. Box 291, Minneapolis,
Minnesota 55480-0291:

1. First State Bank of Rushmore KSOP
Plan and Trust, Worthington,
Minnesota; to acquire an additional 5.71
percent for a resulting ownership of
35.71 percent of First Rushmore
Bancorporation, Inc., Worthington,
Minnesota, and thereby indirectly
acquire First State Bank of Pipestone
Rushmore and Worthington, Pipestone,
Minnesota.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, December 2, 1999.

Robert deV. Frierson,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 99-31725 Filed 12—-7-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Government in the Sunshine Meeting
Notice

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System.

TIME AND DATE: 11:00 a.m., Monday,
December 13, 1999.

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal
Reserve Board Building, 20th and C
Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20551.
STATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Personnel actions (appointments,
promotions, assignments,
reassignments, and salary actions)
involving individual Federal Reserve
System employees.

2. Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Lynn S. Fox, Assistant to the Board;
202-452-3204.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: You may
call 202—452—3206 beginning at
approximately 5 p.m. two business days
before the meeting for a recorded
announcement of bank and bank
holding company applications
scheduled for the meeting; or you may
contact the Board’s Web site at http://
www.federalreserve.gov for an
electronic announcement that not only
lists applications, but also indicates
procedural and other information about
the meeting.

Dated: December 3, 1999.
Robert deV. Frierson,
Associate Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 99-31870 Filed 12—3-99; 5:03 pm]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

[File Nos. 992 3082; 992 3078; 992 3081,
992 3080; 992 3116; and 992 3079]

Dunphy Nissan, Inc., et al.; Marty
Sussman Organization, Inc., et al;
Norristown Automobile Co., Inc., et al.;
Northeast Auto Outlet, Inc., et al.;
Pacifico Ardmore, Inc., et al.; and
Pacifico Ford, Inc., et al.; Analysis To
Aid Public Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Proposed consent agreements.

SUMMARY: The consent agreements in
these six matters settle alleged
violations of federal law prohibiting
unfair or deceptive acts or practices or
unfair methods of competition. The
attached Analysis to Aid Public
Comment describes both the allegations
in the draft complaints that accompany
the consent agreements and the terms of
the consent orders—embodied in the
consent agreements—that would settle
these allegations.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before January 31, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
directed to: FTC/Office of the Secretary,
Room 159, 600 Pennsylvania, Ave., NW,
Washington, D.C. 20580.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sally Pitofsky, FTC/S—4429, 600
Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Washington,
D.C. 20580. (202) 326—3318.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to Section 6(f) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act, 38 Stat. 721, 15 U.S.C.
46 and Section 2.34 of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice (16 CFR 2.34), notice
is hereby given that the above-captioned
consent agreements containing consent
orders to cease and desist, having been
filed with and accepted, subject to final
approval, by the Commission, have been
placed on the public record for a period
of sixty (60) days. The following
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes the terms of the consent
agreements, and the allegations in the
complaints. Electronic copies of the full
text of the consent agreement packages
can be obtained from the FTC Home
Page (for December 2, 1999), on the
World Wide Web, at “‘http://
www.ftc.gov/os/actions97.htm.” Paper
copies can be obtained from the FTC
Public Reference Room, Room H-130,
600 Pennsylvania Avenu